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LIMONY 
prayer for general relief does 
not include a prayer or appli- 
_P cation for alimony. 

BAn illowance of alimony in a 

A decreé 
pa pet 
| prayer therefor and without 
) notice to defendant of any ap- 
F plication 
© force 


) did n 


# An a 


— DIVORCE — A 


e of divorce granted on 
ition which contained no 


therefor, is unen- 


able where the defendant 


ot contest the action, ap- 
at the hearing, nor con- 
to the allowance. 

ward of support for in- 
children included in 


a 


) divorce decree is valid and en- 
force 
‘included no prayer therefor 
and no separate notice of ap- 


» plication therefor was given to 


ible though the petition 


es % defendant. 
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The » 


ted from an opinion by 
A.M., rendered March 29, 


Superior Court, Chancery 


Rinker v. Rinker. For 
Weitz, Lasser & Weitz 
ndant—Breslin & Bres- 


ff filed petition for di- 
1 Feb. 26, 1946. The peti- 
ved for custody of two 
hildren and for “general 
ut contained no special 
r alimony nor for sup- 
the chiidren. The de 
failed to file answer ana 
was tried ex parte. No 
any application for al- 
was given to him and 
t appear. A decree nis: 
in favor of the 
ind directing 
pay $30 weekly as 
and $15 for each clk 
sudport. No appeal 
Defendant subss 
pplied for a modifi 
e awards but no hear- 
held thereon. Plaint 
filed two applications 
an order fixing the 
1 arrears under the de 
ind to adjudge defend- 
ntempt, and (2) for an 
ng the future allowance 
and support for the 
The defendant has 
in sums t 
matter 
on these two 
the wife. 
first application the 
whether tl i 
uncer th l 
ipport a judgment nov 
rs thereunder. The pe- 
ide no claim for ali 
The right to alimony 
from the right to a di- 
-fendant was given no 
such application and 
pportunity to be heard 
The prayer for gen- 
t did not apprise him of 
lication. From all that 
in the pleadings de- 


ised 
the 


to 


Ca 


o the plain- 
before 
applica- 


1S NOW 








Vill, 


t had the right to assume 


was seeking no alimony 
intend to make a sep- 
Diication later. The ad- 

that defendant pay. 
Vas witnout due process 
t issue was not raised 
leadings or by separate 
id plaintiff proceeded ex 


And, the subsequent ap- 


for modification does 


nstitute a waiver. Accord- 


provision in the de- 
payment of alimony 
9¢ enforced. 


révision for support for 
hildren 


Y udren 
in 


is however on a 
footing. The obliga- 
father to support his 
1S a continuing obliga- 
ne petition recited the 
the children. Defend- 
shargeabie with knowl- 
his obligation and that 


* Court could fix the amount! 
is obligation. 


The amount 
res adjudicata as to the 





Digests of Recent Opinions 


at the 
That provi- 


circumstances existing 
time of the decree. 
mn is enforceable. 
As to the second application, 
it is settled that an application 
ior alimony or support may be 
made at any time after a divorce 
though there was no prayer 
therefor in the criginal petition. 
On the basis oi the proofs pre- 
sented the court finds that de- 
fendant has paid mcre than the 
accrued amount for support of 
the children and under the cir- 
cumstances the contempt appli- 
cation is dismissed. On the second 
application the court fixes the 
alimony for plaintiff at $20 per 
week from Jan. 21, 1949 and the 
support for each child at $12.50 
per week from the same date. 








Last Lecture in Present 
Essex Bar Series 
Announced 


The Essex County Bar Asso- 
ciation announces the last lec- 
ture in Series A to be given un- 
its sponsorsnip Tuesday eve., 

12th, 7:90 p.m. at the Arts 





High School. High corner Wii- 
liam Street, Newark. 

The subject under discussion 
will be “Matrimonial Actions.’ 
The speaker wil! be former Ad- 
Viso Master, Robert D. Gros- 

The talk will be followed by a 
anel discussion and the panel 

i consist of Hon. John J. 
Franc Judge of the Essex 
County Court, Hon C. Thomas 
Schettino, Judge of the Supericr 

ourt and Everett M. Scherer, 

ber of the firm cf Rike:, 





, & Danzig. 


New Jersey Measure 
Bers Discrimination 
in Public Places 


ACCN) Prevention 
and reiigious discrim- 
places of public ac- 


tor 


PaClai 


rtien Y 


ommodation is the aim of a bili! 
given final passage by the New 
Tersey legislature and sent to 


the governor for signature. 
The bill combines in one 
> substance of an equal right 
asure on New Jersey’s statute 





books since 1885 and the law 
} ed by the New Jersey lagis- 


re in 1945 which bans dis- 
linatory practices in employ- 


it requ:red victims of 
discrimination to bring a crim- 
inal complaint, the 1885 act was 
seldom enforced. The 1945 act’s 
purpose w to give first juris- 
diction to the state division 
against discrimination in the 
State education department and 
to iron out differences’ through 
conciliation, where possible. 
This latter procedure has} 
worked so satisfactorily in cases 
f alleged racial and religious 
discrimination in employment, 
proponents said, it was decided 
tc extend the law to cover the 
cther substantive civil rights| 
that are guaranteed under the 
state’s new constitution. 

Under the new measure, com- 
plainants will go to the state 
Givision against discrimination | 
and there will be efforts to over- 
come the differences alleged. 
Those found guilty of practicing 
discrimination will be given an 
opportunity to cease and failing 
tc do so will be subject to a fine 
c{ $500 or imprisonment up to 
one year, if convicted. Appeais 
from findings of the state com- 
missioner of education, which 
would be advised by the deputy 
commissioner in. the division 
against discrimination, will go 
to the courts. 


as 





O 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| Board at once.” 


SUPREME COURT 
ANNOUNCEMENT 


MOTIONS FOR STAY OF 
EXECUTION OF DEATH 
SENTENCES 





Counsel are instructed that 
motions for the stay of execu- 
tion of death sentences need not 
be made to the Supreme Court 
if an appeal been taken. 
Rule 1:2-4, Paragraph (a), as 
amended March 25th, 1949, pro- 
vides that a sentence of death 
shall be stayed automatically by 





sas 


the principa: keeper of the State] 


Prison on the taking of an ap- 
peal. Rule 1:2-16(a), as amend- 
ded March 25th, 1949, provides 
that a sentence shall be stayed, 
|if an appeal is taken, and that 
the attorney of the condemned 
Shall serve a certified copy of the 
notice of appeai upon the prin-~- 
|cipal keeper. Tix in sucn 
case 1S automatic 
necessary to make 
tion to the Court 


APPELLATE DIVISION 
ANNOUNCEMENT 


MOTIONS TO EXTEND TIME 


toy 
mlday 


and 





Counsel are instructed that 
hereafter moticn to extend 
time jn Apvpeliat proceedings 
will not be gran merely be- 
cause opposin yunsel have 
consented thereto. Every peti- 
tion seeking an extension of time 
must set forth justifying 
such extension or it will not be 


consented 
One pur- 
expedite 


granted, even 
to by opposing c 
pose of the rules is to 


appeals. A reason time has 
been allowed 1 ules for 
each step, and except in extra- 


ordinary situati suffice if 


counsel are 





dilig 


April Counsellor's Exam 
Schedule 


The State Boerd of 





Bar Ex- 
aminers announces that the Apr. 
1649 examinations for Counsel- 
lors will be give follows: 


“On Tnursday, April 28th, 
the Assembly Chamber, State 


al 


House, Trenton, N. J., the exam- 
ination will be to ALL 
candidates in the of Plead- 
ing, Practice and Evidence. In 
addition to the above on Friday, 
April 29th, 1949, in the Assembly | 
Chamber, the examinations will 
be given in General, in Contracts 
and Commerciai Law and in 
Torts and Crimes 

“On Thursday, May 5th, 1949, 
the examination in Property. 
Trusts and Estates and in Mun- 
icipal and Public Law will be 
given in either the State Housc| 


cr State House Annex, Trenton.| 
Candidates are directed to re- 
port to Mr. Rue Brearley, Secre-| 
tary of the Board, at tne office} 
of the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Tren-} 
ton, on May 5th, at 9:30 a.m., for 
instructions. 


“Ali examinations wi 


ll start at} 








10:00 a.m. Candidates should 
report not later than 9:30 a.m.| 
“It is believed that there are| 


no conflicts in scheduling of} 
these examinations. However, if| 
a conflict does exist the candi- 
dates affected are requested to 


notify the Secretary of the 








The 5lst Annual Meeting 
New Jersey 
State Bar Association 
May 20 and 21, 1949 
Haddon Hall Hotel, 
Atlantic City, N. J. 














it is un-| 
an applica-| 


1949, | 


| THE EXAMINATION OF PROSPECTIVE JURORS 
| IN CRIMINAL ACTIONS 


| Trial lawyers are familiar with 
| the fact that different practices | 
are followed in different counties | 





| with respect to the manner in 
| which jurors are drawn and ex- 


}amined for purposes of chal-| 


| lenge. 


In some counties in civil cases, | 


las each juror is drawn, he is 
{examined individually, 
|} at the counsel table. He is ques- 


tioned informally, without oath, 
the box. 
a challenge is presented to the 
court and ruled upon. 
in tne discretion of 


pective juror may be peremptor- 











for Auto Injuries 
Raleigh (ACCN) — Ruling in 
lan unusual case of a husband 
suing his wife for damages for 
injuries resulting from an auto- 
|mobile accident, the North Car- 
|clina Supreme Court held that 
such an action could not stand 
|under North Carolina law. 

The cpinion was handed down 
in a suit brought by G. B. Shol- 
tens against Elizabeth Sholtens 
in Nash County. Both are Flor- 
ida residents. The accident oc- 
curred near Enfield. 

Under present North Carolina 
law, the high state court 
a wife may sue her husband in 
such cases, but the husban« 
cannct bring suit against his 
wife. 

Maybe 
changed, 
this court 
law.” 


sala, 


be 
“but 
the 


shouid 
said, 
make 


the 
the 
does 


law 
court 
not 


Federal Bar To Honor 
Modarelli At Luncheon 


The Federal Bar Association 
of New York, New Jersey and 
Connecticut will hold a iuncheon 
in honor of United States At- 
tornev Alfred E. Modarelli 
April 26 at the Essex House 
Newark. 

Mr. Modarelli was recentiy 
sworn in for a five-year term as 
the United States Attorney fcr 
the District of New Jersey after 


on 
in 


| having served a short ad interim 


term by appointment of Presi- 
dent Truman. The guest of hone: 
was admitted tu practice as an 
attorney in 1922. He 


i 


has also; 


|served as a judge of the Union| 


City Police Court, and as coun- 
sel for the Planning Board of 
that town. 

Invitations have been extend- 
ed to all of the U.S. Circuit Court 
and District Court judges, in ad-| 
dition to Chief Justice Vander- 
bilt and Attorney General Par- 
sons. The Committee has also 


|}extended an invitation to U. S.| 


Attorney Tom Ciark as the prin- 
cipal speaker for the affair. 

The committee in charge in-|} 
cludes Thomas H. Brown, Chair-'! 
man, Aaron Lasser, Vice-Chair- 
man, Allan L. Tumarkin, Secre- 
tary, Anthonv A. Calandra, 
Frederic M. P. Pearse, George R. 
Sommer, George Furst, Fred| 
Herrigel, Jr., Louis Auerbacher, | 
Jr., Anthony T. Augelli, Ray-| 
mond C. Connell, Benjamin | 
Kleinberg, Thorn Lord, Mendon | 
Morrill, Daniel H. Rosen, George 
W..Grimm, Jr., David M. Klaus- 
ner, Samuel M. Hollander, Harry 
Katz, Edward J. Ryan, I. Edward 
Amada, Charles J. Tyne, Martin 
D. Moroney, Roger M. Yancey, 
Joseph B. Schwartz, John J. 
Corcoran, Jr., John J. Barry. 
Grover C. Richman, Jr., and 
Stuart B. Rounds. 





usually | 
| box 


and if accepted takes his seat in| 
If the questioning elic- | 
its information believed to sup-| 
port a challenge for cause, such} 


Further, | 
counsel, | 
after the questioning, the pros-| 


Husband Can't Sue Wife 


| he 


ily excused. Finally, when twelve 
persons are in the box, at times 
general or omnibus questions 
are allowed to be put to them 
j}and further peremptory chal- 
lenges may be exercised so long 
|}as the jury has not been sworn. 
In other counties in such ac~ 
| tions all twelve prospective jur- 
ors are drawn and put into the 
before any questions are 
put. Then they are examined 
individually as they sit there or, 
even though there is no actual 
right to do so, omnibus questions 
are generally permitted to be put 
to them. 

The right to examine prospec- 
tive jurors in actions of a civil 
nature is clearly given by stat- 


ute. (RS. 2:92-4) Under the 
statute “a party or his attorney 
may question any juror, after 


his name is drawn from the box 
and before he is sworn to elicit 
information for the purpose of 
determining whether or not to 
interpose a peremptory chal- 
lenge; and within the discretion 
and under the control of the 
cecurt, such questions shall be 
permitted for the purpose of dis- 
closing whether or not the juror 
Ss impartial as between the part- 
to the suit or action and 
without interest in the result 
thereof.” 

This enactment lays down 
reasonable and sensible rule and 
experience has shewn that tria! 
judges generally administer it 
With good judgment. However, 
‘t applies only to civil actions. 
in criminal] actions the prac- 

of drawing the jury seems 

be uniform throughout the 
state. Except in murder cases, 
twelve persons are drawn and 
seated in the box. Then, as a 
general rule, omnibus or individ- 
ual questions are put to them 
vithout objection by the state 
cr by the defense. Depending 
on the answer adduced jurors 
ere challenged for cause, per- 
emptorily excused or accepted. 
When twelve have been accepted 
the oath is administered to them. 

Actuaily there is no legal sanc- 
tion for this practice but it is 
engaged in daily without objec- 
tion by the parties or by the 
court on its own motion. The 
enly possible sanction is contin- 
ued usage despite the fact that 
it has been condemned specific- 
ally cy our appellate courts on 
occasion. This continued usage 
with the acquiescence of the tria! 
courts in its necessity is the very 
reason why a rule or statute pre- 
scribing the same practice as in 
civil actions should be adopted. 

In 1897, for example, in State 
v. Clifford (61 N.J.L. 217-E. & A.) 
a murder case, when a juror was 


ies 


|drawn defense counsel began to 


him as to whether 
was acquainted with the de- 
ceased and like matters. When 
this was done no challenge for 
cause had been interposed and 


interrogate 


|the jurors was not under oath. 
| Counsel stated that his purpose 


was to elicit information “su 
that the right of exercising a 
peremptory challenge may be 


|intelligently exercised”’. 


In considering the matter the 
Court said: 
“As the juror was not put un- 
der oath, and it was not pro- 
posed to put him under oath, 
the proposition was to permit 
counsel to engage in open and 
audible conversation with the 
juror, a conversation over 
which, as there was no chal- 
lenge or issue to be tried, the 
court would seem to have nc 
control.” 
The refusal of the trial judge 
to permit the qtiestions to be 





(Continued on page 3, col. 1) 


Page Two 


NEW: JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, APRIL 7, 1949 


72 N. J. L. J. Index Page | 








—— 


_ 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


APPEAL — An appellate court 
will not take cognizance of 
matters which by lapse of time 
or otherwise have become 
moot. 

--The law prevailing at the time 
of decision by the appellate 
court and not the law prevail- 
ing at the time of the decision 
below, prevails. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Donges, J.A.D., rendered Marcli 
24, 1€49. Superior Court. Ap- 
pellate Division. Fusaro v. Reid 
For appellant — Laurence Sem- 
el. For appellee — Herman W. 
Brams. 

Appellant, a landlord, appeals 
from an order entered in the 
District Court on August 27, 1946 
staying the issuance of a war- 
rant for possession until Dec. 1, 
1948. Appellant contends that 
on Aug. 27, 1948 there was no 
authority for the order made. 

By its terms, the order expired 
on Dec. Ist last. There is there- 
fore now no pending, effective 
order. The question of the pro- 
priety of the order is now purely 
academic and an appellate trib- 
unal does not take cognizance or 
such matters. 

Furthermore, 
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ority to stay the issuance of 
warrents of removal previously 
granted by statute to the Dis- 
trict Court had expired on Aug- 
ust 27, 1948, the legislature on 
Sept. 1st, 1948, reenacted the 
earlier statute. The reenactment 
is now R.S. 2:58-23.5. When this 
appeal was argued there was 
ample authority for the order 
under review. The law at the 
time of the determination by the 
appcliate court governs, not tne 
law prevailing when the question 
on appeal was determined be- 
low. Thus tne question raised 
is also moot because of the en- 
ctment of statutory authority 
for the action complained of. 


PRICE CONTROL — LANDLORD 
AND TENANT Actions by 
tenants to recover under the 
Price Control Act for rental 
overcharges are penal in na- 
ture and abate upon the death 
of the landlord. 

—The smere payment, without 
more, by a tenant of rent in 
excess of the rent ceiling does 
not give rise to any common 
law right of recovery for the 
overcharge. 
Digested from 

eacobs, J.A.D., rendered 

24, 1949. Superior Court, Appel- 

iate Division. McKean v. Hili 

man etc. For anpellant—Georg: 
£. Grabow (M. Metz Cohn, 
atty) For respondents Isa- 
dore (Harry L. Schneide1 

VLLYV.). 

Plaintiff sued in 3 
recover treble damages, the stat- 
minimum of $50, and tne 

overcharges, for alleged 
rent demanded 
defendant's de- 
of the rent 
by the Price 


opinion by 
Maren 


an 


Vaks 
counts Lo 
utory 
actual 
overcharges in 
and received by 
cedent, in exc 
ceiling prescribed 
Control Act. The complaint was 
cismissed and piaintiff appeals. 

In Zuest v. Ingra, the Court of 
Errors wnd Appe held tnat 
by tenants under th: 
ntrol Act, to recover fo1 
overcharges, were penal in 
nature. The Federal courts have 
likewise held that such actions 
are penal, and, applying the es- 

blished rule that the survival 
itement of pena actlols 


SS 


als 
ectlons 

Frice Co 
rent 


) 


or aks 














aaa SURETY CORPORATION 


Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK 


Mitchell 2-8220 








eer 





Semin 


* e e 
Financial Printers 
SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-78 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 65, N. J. 
TexepHone MARKET 8-4994 




















TITLE 
FoR. as 


INSURANCE 
MORTGAGES 
CONVENTIONAL MORTGAGES 








972 Broad St., 


The Largest Title Insurance Company 
in New Jersey 
Capital and Surplus over $1,600,000 


UniTED STATES MORTGAGE & TITLE 
GUARANTY COMPANY ot NEW JERSEY 


210 Main St., Hackensack 
Phone HA-2-4300 


provided for by Congress rest: | 


on tederal law, have held tnat 
such actions being penal, they 
abate on the death of the de- 
fendant. The action under the 
Price Contro! Act abated and 
was properly dismissed. 

Appeliant contends that 
nevertheless, he shouid have 
been permitted to proceed witn 
his claim for recovery of the 
actual ovrcharges. He asserts a 
common law right of recovery. 
However, but for the Price Con- 
trol Act, he would have no claim 
at common law, and the only 
remedy provided by the act 
penal and has abated. There is 
no allegation ot mistake, fraud 
or duress. The complaint merely 
overpayment, which, 
being voluntary, created no com- 
mon law right of recovery 
though it may have been suffi- 
cient for an actien under the 
Price Control Act. 

Affirmed 


is 


alleges an 


CRIMINAL LAW — EVIDENCE 

—Where a witness testifies con- 
trarv to a prior statement and 
the state pleads surprise, evi- 
dence of ovrior contradictor, 
statements by the witness is 
admissible to neutralize his 
testimony but such evidence 
has no substantive or proba- 
live value. 

—Acts and declarations of 
known to the grand jury 
not named as a defendant 
a conspiracy indictment are 
not admissible against or 
hbincing upon the defendants 
named. 

CRIMINAL LAW — TRIAL — A 
formal request to charge the 
limited effect to be given evi- 
dence introduced by the state 
to neutralize the surprise tes- 
timony of one of its witnesses 
is not necessary. 

CRIMINAL LAW — If the name 
of a person which is necessary 
for a description of the crime 
is known, it must be stated in 
the indictment. 
Digested from 

Colie. J.A.D., 

1949. Superior 

Division. State 

appellant 

(Walter P 
responden 
(Walter G. 

Defendant 
Vict on an 
ing he conspired 
and Richard Doe 
gambling laws. The theory of 
State’s es was that one 
Creorge Amato was a co-conspir- 
ator with the defendant and two 
other unknown persons. 

The State caled Amato as a 
witness. He testified he was cm- 
Dloved by an unknown man to 
take care of the premises which 
were raided. Confronted with 
this testimony that Amato did 
rot know his employer, the State 
pleaded surprise and called sev- 
eral law enforcement officers as 
well as introducing a written 
Statement by Amato and a pho- 
tograph of detendant, to show 
Amato had previously made 
contradictory statements and 
had identified the defendant as 
his employer. 
Appellant argues it 
admit this evidence without 
jualification. Where a witness 
testifies contrary to a prior 
the State may plead 
and prove the — 
contradictory statements to 
neutralize the eftect of such | tes- 
timony. But such proof is not 
evidential againsi the defendant. 
The prior self-contradictions are 
admissible merely to neutralize 
the surprise testimony and have 
ho sudstantive or probative value 
to establish the guilt of the de- 
fendant. The law is clear and 
the court should have charged 
the jury on the limited effect to 
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an opinion 
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was tried and con- 
indictment charg- 
with John Doe 
to violate the 


by 


24, 
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che 1S2 


Was erro: 


to 
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Pa. Supreme Court Kills ‘Closed Shop’ County 
Bar Setup 


subject only to the 
of the examining board 


(ACCN) In an | wealtn, 

order handed down here. the; f 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court}]county in which the appli 
reagent two of the three rules} for admission to the bar 
on which bar associations in | to pass upon the appl 

‘arious counties of the state de-; moral character.” 
kin to limit the number of new! The court order further 
admissions to the bar in theil! jated that “any and all 
territories. rules for admission to 

The action marked a victory in| spective bars of the cou 
a protracted fignt by a group Ol! the several counties of thi 
young Philadelphia lawyers tc! monweaith, which pres 
wipe out what was termed the! length of residence in that 
“closed shop” for the legal pro- ty as a prerequisite for 
fession in Pennsylvania. sion to the lccal bar, or limi: : 

Thrown out by the high state! number of admissions upo 
court were rules setting up 4a! guyota basis. hereby 
requirement for a_ prescribec| ceded.” . 
length of residence in a given < 
county prior to admission to its; ° Tr é 
bar, and another establishing a! Gutkin to Participate j 
quota system for admission of} Penn. State Tax Institu 
new attorneys. 

The court left 


Pittsburgh 


ire 
aie 





standing a third 
rule which requires newly-ad- 
mitted lawyers to have their 
“principal offices’ in the county 
where they are edmitted. 

Contained in an addition to 
the rules of the Pennsylvania] ~ New Jersev man. Syc 
Supreme Court, effective March} gytkin. lecturer _ the Prac 
23, the — — that ad-|:140 Law Ins in Newar: : 
mission to Supreme Court prac- | jarticinste titut 
tice shall entitle any to a pag , “Ho he Inst Cc 
admission to the bar “of any Should Dea] With pre Mes 
cther court of this common- | holders haa ok 
speakers includes 
inent tax experts fron 
York, Philadelphia and 
ington. 

Spons 
Liberal 
lExtensi« 
: State, th nstitute will 
aec-/a tecnni ‘ourse for 
the iv ho 
Amato} tion cn 
indict- | Approximat 
persor | trom middle 
’ for a descrip- | expected 

is known, it! eourse 

cover nearly 


indict- 
}in normal 


Tax experts who advise 
nessmen cn taxation will } 
|a few tips themselves duri 
Third Annual Institute o 
ation scheduled at The Pe 
vania State Coliege, May 


attorney an 


ana 





be given tl 
statements € 
quest so to 


contraalctory 
though no re-| 
cha‘ge submit- 
ted. A request to ch 
was not necessary. 

The State argues that Amato 
Neing a onspirator, the 
timony as to his and 
i binding upon 
conspirators. But 
named in the 
the neme of a 


panel 


Was 

1e Schor 
the ¢ 

rvices 


arge 


. +] 
formal 


cco-c LeS- 
acts 
a 


require intensive 


taxatlo! 


larations is 
other 
was not 
ment. If 
whick is necessary 
ticn ol € KR 
must be inss rted In 
ment The re 
t 


ation of th 
-} 
1¢ 


ee 
the 
sult the 
principle such 
, charged witn 
be convicted 
fail to show| 
other namea| 
parties thereto. | 


yuestions 


ol appli - usiress oper: 
ilis 
efendant 
ann 
ee Nn 
the 


that a c 
conspiracy 
on proofs 
that 
persons were 


even though 


May 14th 


of 


any 
The Essex County Ba 
established | ¢ will hold its Annu 
that defendant conspired to per-|ner at the Hotel Astor 
petuate the identical crime with} York on May 14th. Dress 
another person, known to the} optional and the Bon Ti 
grand jury, but not named by it|etoire company will pre 
as a party defendant. The state's; annual production of ht 
argument is untenable |<kits. The Guests of Hor 
When the _ testimony |} speakers will be announ 
Amato’s centradictions is limited} the near future. 
ie neutralization of his testi-| Tickets for affair 
mony on the stand, there re-| €ach. Reservations may b 
mains no substantive evidence| with Nathan Cholodenke, Din: 
to support the verdict. | Committee Crairman, 17 
Reversed. 'emy St., Newark 


it is int) n 
iL 1S 2all1O 


as LU 


the 
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. . . 
The Examination of Prospective Jurors 
to permit counsel to engage in| 
Dublic conversation with] 
each juror, for the purpose or] 
enabling counsel to determine | 


Continued from page 1) 





: ~ . a 
ke Was in tne judgment of 
“in accord with anci- 
inveterate practice 


eparted from, as far a3 chajlenge or not, what control | 





observed when objec-| jas the court over the exam- | 

on interposed. ination? Where can it draw! 
The opinion in the Clifford! the line between proper and| 
se de reference to State vs improper questions, when the | 
jers. decided in 1824 (7 NJ.I purpose of the talk 1s not to| 
5.C.). There a prospective preve a fact or to establish a| 
sor waS drawn and counsel challenge, but only to furnish} 
m “if he had not made counsel information? How is | 
expresscd an opinion as| a juror to be protected against} 





the prisoner. 
niet tice Kirkpatrick inter- 
sed and said “You cannot ask 
stion. If you mean to 
challenge you must do 
ilar form and then prove 


improper questions, except by| 
his refusal to answer them?| 
And if he refuses to answer| 
proper questions, what power} 
has the court to compel him to 
answer? Or, if a juror is anx- 





® in regular form. What a man ious to escape service, how can 
VS under oath, cannot be it be discovered whether his| 
ceil in any form.” answers, not given under the} 
Mm When it was suggested thai sanctity of an oath, are true 
MM. practice of thus interrogat- or false? Such a practice would 
a irs had been repeatedly introduce into this state, hap- 
ilo the Cnief Justice re- pily so far free from them, 
ied: “It is true we have slipped the unseemly, vexatious and 
nto the practice, but on looking expensive delays in impaneling 
+: I am satisfied it is not juries in criminal cases which 
the true way; the only prope: have been a reproach to the 
to make the challenge administration of criminal 


a prove it on oath.” justice in some other states.” 


der the common law in The common law doctrine that 


iminal cases a prospective jur- in a criminal case a prospective 
co not be examined at ali juror could not be examined un- 
mies challenge for cause was less a challenge for cause was 
rst rposed. Then that chal- first interposed and supported, 


nge was tried by the court or 
instances by triers ap- 


continued down to the adoption 
of our new rules, with one modi- 








by the ccurt. The ground fication. This modification re- 
tr challenge had to be lated to the trial of indictment 
roved and this could not be for murder. In 1898 a statute 
calling the juror as a was adopted which permitted 
where to answer ques- the examination of a juror under 
ud tend to his disgrace cath in open court as to his 
equire him to admit un- competency to serve in such a 
1 that he had formed an case. This provision exists in 
yt the guilt of the de- substantially the original form 
mndant was said to tend to his R.S. 2:92-10. 
ay é eee ; When the Rules of Cemnsness! 
m1 e€ason assigned in Sup-|,,...4.,. ee, + a 
this rule was that the)» r#ctice were promulgated they | 
knew what jurors had perpetuated both the common | 
Sed he ates ot tien SO and the statutory qualifica- | 
: Nae eas Soe tion. Rule 2:7-2 provides: 
rm nd in a capital case he 


ved with the panel out Individual jurors may be 





the jurors who were i challenged for principal cause} 

case were to be select- or to the favor, when the chal-| 

So he was thus “afforded lenge is to the polls. The chal-| 
portunity” to investigate ienge is to be made before the| 

rs and “gain the infor- swearing of the juror. Except| 
reauired in order to in- in murder cases, a juror may, 
lligeniiy act in making per- not be put upon his voir dire | 
mpt chailenges.” and examined unless a chai-| 
In the Clifford case Chief Jus- lenge for cause be first inter-| 
€ Mazie denounced the sug- Posed.” | 
“sted practice of permitting In this day of the renaissance] 
ror ’ be examined inform- of our practice it is doubtful that| 
y. He said: many members cf the bar actu-}| 
I think it wouid be impossible elly know the technical meaning | 
10 exaggerate the evil conse- of “challenge for principal cause 
qu s which would foliow or to the favor, where the chal-j 


option of the contrary ge is to the polls.’ 











pra e. If the court is bounc search shows that “chal-| 
es lenge to the polis” means chai-| 
lenge to the individual jurox.| 

Que ~hal wee ‘ c uy | 

L A W B 0 0 K S Such challenges are of two} 
BOUGHT — SOLD — BXCHANGED kinds, peremptory and for cause. | 
Those for cause fall into two} 
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| ninth degree, pecuniary or other 


whether he should interpose a| ‘° 





@ | STOCK TRANSFER LEDGER 
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legal interest, dependence in 
tenure of service, that the juror 
has given a verdict in the same 
cause or on the matter or 
that he has declared his opinion | 
“f the case beforehand out of 
il-will or malice the party. 
In such instances bias is con- 
clusively presumed 

“Toe 
bias 


same 


to 





denotes actuai) 
from the | 


the favor 
as distinguished 


conclusively implied bias. of} 
principal cause. Such bias dis-| 
oualifies when the evidence of 
prejudice supports such a chal-| 
lenge. | 

lt seems plain that Rule 2:7-2| 
represents an anachronism in | 
the midst of all of our stream- | 


lining. The requirement that: 

' 
challenge for cause must be in-} 
terposed and suvported before a 
juror can be examined under 
oath, to say nothing of informa! 
questioning, has been winked at 
in the trial courts at least since 
some time prior to 1824. Trial 
judges and opposing counsei 
have recognized the impractica- 
bility of requiring an independ- 
ent investigation before trial of 
a general or special jury panel 
in search of grounds for chal- 
lenge. Consequently neither par- 
ty objected to the informal ques- 
tioning and the court did not 
interfere. Occasionally and at 
fairly long intervals, as in the 
Zellers and Clifford cases, an | 
appellate court or judge thereof} 
woula direct an adherence to the} 
rule. But the adherence was} 
always ephemeral 





| 


The requirement may not have} 


been so exacting when there} 
were comparatively few people 
in a county and when almost} 
everyone knew everyone else. | 


Now such wide social or business | 
contacts are impossi- | 
bility. And indcpen investi- | 
gation seems too heavy a burden | 
to impose either upon the state} 
or an accused. 
It is therefore 
the common lew rule be rele- 
gated to the past and one vesied 
with contemporary adequacy be} 


a pnysical 


a 
aent 


iggested that] 


adopted. There no need, of| 
course, to change the procedure | 
in murder cas However, in 
the run of the mill criminal! | 


11 examination | 
by the stat- 

should be 
t represents | 


causés the infor? 
of jurors permitted 
ute in civil act 

sufficient, and since 





substantially the practice which 
is in daily use, ought to be 
incorporated in our rules. 

In the trial of indictments 


serious 
where the| 
to twenty | 
challenges, formal-| 
thas prescribed for| 


charging. th more 
crimes, that is, 

defendant is entitled 
peremptory 
ity akin to 


| murder cases might be imposed. | 





Such crimes are treason, kid-| 
napping, mispri of treason, | 
manslaughter, sodomy, rape, ar-| 
son, burglary, robbery, forgery,| 


perjury and subornation of per-| 
jury. In these instances it might | 
not be amiss to grant to the pro-| 
secution or the defense the right, | 
upon request bade the trial! 
court, to examine prospective | 
jurors on their - dire. The} 
probability is that such right | 
would not be exercised very| 
often. However, it should be re-| 
membered that in many murder | 
cases the state seeks a convie=| 
tion Gf second degree murder or 
manslaughter nd announces | 
that fact curing the selection of | 
the jury. Yet under these cir-| 
cumstances jurors are examined | 
on their voir dire despite the | 
lact that the punishment upon | 
conviction may not be as severe| 
2s in cases of robbery, rape, 
sodomy and the like. 


to 
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City Operating Airport 
Subject to Tort Action 
Preced Setting Ruling Holds 
County Also Liable for Joint 
Employee’s Act 


Raleigh (ACON)—North Car- 
oiina’s Supremé Court has ruled. 
taat cities and counties operat- 
ing airports are not immune 
from liability arising from the 
wrongful acts of persons em- 
ployed to run the ports. 

The precedent-setting ruling 
was handed dcwn in a suit 
brought against the cities of 
Ashville and Hendersonville 
and Henderson county by ihe 
father of Cecil Rhodes Jr., 16, 
who was shot to death by a 
nightwatchman at the airport 
operated jointly by the defend- 
ants. 

In a demurrer filed to the 
Suit, the defendants asserted 
they were exercising a govern- 
menta: function in operating 
the airport. and hence could not 
be held liable for torts of em- 
ployees. Henderson county Judge 
J. Will 
the demurrer and from this de- 


cision the defendants appealed | 


to the State Supreme Court. As 
a result of the Supreme Court 
action, the case was returned to 
Henderson County Superior 
Court for trial before a jury. 

Written by Asscciate Justice 
kK. B. Denny, the high state couri 
opinion cited a number of de- 
cisions, dating back to 1905, 
Which had decided a_ similar 
question as to municipal opera- 
tion of water and light plants 
and cf ship docking facilities, 
but there was no precedent on 
airports. 

“A municipality,’ Justice Den- 
ny wrote, “may, in certain in- 
stances, be liable in tort, even 
though it may be engaged in a 
governmental function; and 
likewise, may be held liable 
when engaged in a proprietary 
function which is considered 


/such a public necessity that its 


activity is held to be for a pub- 
lic purpose and a necessary gov- 
ernmental expense.” 

The opinion neld that cities 
and counties are not compelled 
by law to undertake such pro- 
jects as airport operation, but 
if they dc, then they become 
liable for torts resulting there- 
from. 


Pless Jr. had overruled | 


|Announcement Re Essex 


Chancery Division 
Motions 


No motions will be heard on 
Friday, April 15th (Good Friday) 


‘in the Essex County Chancery 


Division. 

Hon. Alfred A. Stein and Hon. 
Walter J. Freund will hear mo- 
tions on Monday, April 18th in- 
stead. 


Order Re: Essex District 
Court Motions 


THE ESSEX COUNTY 
DISTRICT COURT 
GENERAL ORDER NO. 1 


It is on this 23rd day of March, 
1949, 

ORDERED, that except on ex- 
parte motions and motions to 
be made in cases assigned to a 
part of the court for trial, or 
required to be heard by a judge 
who determined the cause, Fri- 
day shall be the day of the week 
on which motions snall be heard, 
and such motions shall be made 
returnable at Part 3, room #303 


of the Essex County Court- 
House, at 10 a.m. 
All papers shall be filed at 


Central Office, Part 1, as here- 
tofore. 

This order shall ke 
as Of April 15, 1949. 
Alexander Waugh 
President Judge 


effective 


Announcement 
John E. Barger announces the 
removal of his offices for the 
general practice cf law to 1492 
Main St., (2nd floor) Rahway. 
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Waiver of Appeal on Petition for Certification 


The book of new court rules represents a prodigious and monu- 
mental piece of work and a great advance in the administration of 
justice; but not the least of its virtues is the fact that it makes no 
claim to perfection. On the contrary, the spirit of the rules is 
empirical and scientific in that they recognize the need for being 
tested in the “legal smithy” and have set up the mechanics for 
criticism and improvement. 


e 


One of the new rules that needs reconsideration is Rule 1:5- 
5(d) which requires that a petitioner seeking certification must 
waive any appeal that he may have as of right to any Court of 
this State. 


In a democratic society the right of appeal should be fully 
protected. Such a right should not be placed in jeopardy by a 
lawyer’s opinion which turns out to be wrong. 

While Rule 1:5-3 defines the type of cases that will be certified 
to trial courts, the generality of the language employed, the ab- 
sence of any guiding precedents construing and applying the Rule, 
and the discretionary nature of the remedy, impose a heavy re- 
sponsibility on counsel who advise their clients to petition for 
certification, for if the petition is denied, the client’s opportunity 
to appeal as of right, is gone. 


No one will quarrel with a rule that imposes a waiver of a right 
of appeal where certification is actually granted, but no reason 
appears for depriving a party of his appeal as of right, where the 
Supreme Court denies his petition fer certification. The practice of 
law is not an exact science. Even the best lawyers make mistakes. 
A great Chief Justice of England once said: “God forbid that it 
should be imagined that an attorney or counsel or even the Judge, 
is bound to Know all the law.” 


Rule 1:5-5 (d) may be justified in the present transitional 
period from the old court system to the new, when the new Su- 
preme Court has to dispose of a heavy backlog of cases inherited 
from the old Court of Errors and Appeals, but once it clears the 
old calendar and begins to function normally, as contemplated by 
the new Constitution, the rule should be changed. 


It may be urged that Rule 1:5-5 (d) is necessary to discourage 
frivolous or dilatory petitions for certification. Such a contention 
might be valid if supported by experience; but, to date, we have 
no statistics to support this contention. Moreover, that argument 
claims too much, for by the same token the rule may discourage 
meritorious petitions for certification for fear of losing the right 
of appeal, if the petition is denied. The expense incident to hiring 
counsel to prepare a petition, the cost of printing, the requirement 
that the petition must bear counsel's certificate of good faith, and 


the assessment of costs in the event the petition is denied, would | 


appear to be sufficient deterrents against frivolous or dilatory 
applications. And a few reported decisions laying down the guiding 
principles controlling the granting of certification would also help 
in that direction. (Cf. procedure in the United States Supreme 
Court under Ryle 12, relative to certiorari. Zucht v. King, 
34, 176, 177). 


It is therefore respectfully suggested that Rule 1:5-5(d) be 
revised so as to provide that the granting of a petition for certi- 
fication shall operate as a waiver of the petitioner’s appeal as of 
right, and that the denial of certification shall operate to extend 
the period of appeal as of right, for a reasonable time to be fixed 
by the court within which the petitioner may perfect his appeal. 
In the unlikely event that adoption of this suggestion should, in 


experience, prove subject to abuse, the Court could subsequently | 


consider other solutions to the problem such as, for example, 
certification by the trial judge. But under no circumstances should 


application for such review be required to be made at the price of | 


outright waiver of appeal as of right. 





Reminder Re: District Court Rules 


The attention of the Bar isjmonths after being so marked | 


called to the following provi-|If not restored within 6 months, 
sions of the district court rules:| the case is automatically 
Under Rule 7:9-4, judgment by| missed. 
default must be entered within Under Rule 7:7-7, 
one year after entry of default; marked “not moved” is restored 
in a district court action. If| to the calendar and reached for 
judgment is not entered within/ trial and not disposed of, the 
the year, the case is automatic-| case is dismissed. The case may 
ally dismissed. not be restored to the calendar 
Under Rule 7:7-6, a case] more than once without a special 
marked “not moved” must be re-/| order of the court based on ex- 
stored to the calendar within 6! traordinary circumstances. 





260 U. S.| 


dis- 


if a case] 





Voice of the Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 


Make Proof of Financial Re- 
sponsibility Prerequisite for 
Driver's License in N. H. 


\- 
| 


Concord (ACCN) A show- 
jing of financial responsibility as 
la prerequisite to obtaining a 
| driver’s license is proposed by a 
‘bill introduced in the New 
Hampshire legislature by Sen 

I wish to congratulate you for|Karold O. Pierce of Walpole to 
your stimulating editorial of|carry out a plan drawn up by 


March 17th on world gcvern-|} == x 
Schools Fail in Teaching 


}ment. When a respected and 
influential voice like your own| Civics: Holman 


joins the swelling chorus of 
voices demanding action for! ajpar Head Says Children Not 
world government, it is a caus€) faycated in Proper Under- 
for encouragement. I hope thaz standing of Heritage 

the day will not be far off when 
law suits and legislative debates 
will replace military pacts and 








ee 
| Editor, 
New Jersey Law Journal, 


Dear Sir: 








Belleair, Fla. ‘(ACCN) — Am- 
erican children are not being 
threats of war. educated in the proper under- 

Federalism, which would be!standing of their heritage of 
the basis cf a world government, | freedom, it was charged by Frank} 
is a concept in every lawyer’s| Holman of Seattle, president of | 
bag of tools. It was federalism|the American Bar Ass’n, in an| 
which was used by the Founding address here before the ia Set 
Fathers to solve the problems! meeting of the Fiorida Bar Ass'n. | 
which, in horse and wagon) Asserting that young men “dc| 
civilization plagued their thir-| not usually get enough training 
teen states as much as the prob-| jn nistory in the public schooi to 
lems of international anarchy! pass an examination for the Boy | 
plague us today in an atomic age.| Scout merit badge in civics,” 
The Articles ot Confederation) Holman added: 
which governed relations be- “Tf there is any justification | 
tween the states during the per-| for our enormous outlay of funds 
i0d between the Revolution and! for public education, it is that 
the adoption of the Constitution} our schools, colleges and uni-| 
was in its theory of operation versities should train men and | 
similar to tne United Nations} women for citizenship and give| 
Charter. The American Gov-!them a knowledge and appreci- | 
ernment under the Articles) ation of their own form of gov-| 
could raise taxes and troops only; ernment and inspire in them an | 
by quotas directed to the indi-| abiding loyalty in their own| 
vidual states; there was no ju- | country which neither commun- | 
dicial power, and no power to ism nor any other foreignism| 
exact obedience to its mandates! can undermine. 

all of which is thoroughly dis- “The Christian religion 
cussed in the classic “Federalist! and developed and has been sus- | 
Papers”). The pious good inten-| tained by the constant reading| 
tions of the Articles of Confed-| of its sacred book, the Bible. | 
eration proved an inadequate “In order to preserve our free-|} 
Substitute for effective govern-| coms, it is necessary that similar | 
ment, pessimism and defeatism, attention be given to Amcrican| 
were prevalent; States were in-| history, especially American 
volved in war-like disputes, pro-! constitutionai history, and thai| 
vincial and near-sighted loyal-|each generation be taught to| 
tues prevented effective work in| re-read and understand, with| 
the common interest, and condi-} such an understanding that it! 
tions in generai, were chaotic} will be as difficuit for commun- 
and hopeless. It was in this at-|ism or any other alien ideology | 
mosphere that the great mento suvplant the American con-| 
who brought forth the United! cept of government as it wouid} 
States Constitution labored, and|be for paganism to supplant} 
in the face cf great opposition,,| Christianity in the minds «and 
drafted and explained to the; hearts of Christians.” 

American people a_ federaiist In one of the addresses at} 
document which today stands as! earlier sessions, Forest M. Hem-| 
a beacon light ready to warn us| ker of St. Louis, president of the| 
off the rugged shoals of unre-| Missouri Bar Ass'n, described| 
Stricted piecemeal sovereignty. |ihe ‘Missouri plan” of nonpar- 

Members of the legal profes-| tisan selection of jurists. 
sion played a leading part in the, “You have a great opportunity | 
drafting of the U.S. Constitution in Florida,” Hemker told the} 
and have as well participated Florida lawyers, “to establish a| 
extensively all subsequent) {ree and independent judiciary | 
events which have made the) System that will deserve and re-| 
Constition the vital document it) ceive the support of the public 
is today. Leadership in the sol-| Your judges wiil not be con- 
ution of international problems| cerned with politics. They will 
through law and in working out) 9ld their offices on merit. 
the many complex theoreticai, “There is no more importani 
and technical considerations in-| thing that lawyers can seek than 
volved in a world federal gov-|4n honest, politically independ- 
|ernment falls naturally on the| ent judiciary.” 
| shoulders of those skilled in the} _ Richard H. Hunt of Miami, a 
concepts of law. It is not easy) former Circuit judge, was elected 
for those not familiar with the-| President of the Florida associa- 
ories of government and law to! ton, succeeding Robert J. Pleus 
|grasp the concept of a “world | Of Orlando. 
|federal government with powers; Hunt urged the Florida law- 
limited but adequate to assure| Yers to adopt a broadened pro- 
peace.” Lawyers, however, shouid| 84m of public relations, so that 
be able to transpose the federal-| the “time will never come when 
ist idea to international prob-|/!awyers can be accused of get- 
lems and should be able to ex-; ting away from the people and 
| plain and interpret the concepis| forgetting that theirs is a pro- 
involved to their neighbors. service ang 











+ 
u 


a 


grew | 


in 
Ss 


| 


|fession of public 


If all of us work now for what | Public welfare.” 
jin reality is the only effective) | 
| permanent solution to our prob-| Served on the backsides of atom 
jlems, we may yet be able to| boinbs. 
channel the disputes, which will The problem is complex, the 
|otherwise explode into World| challenge is great, but the re- 
War Three, into the hands of! Wards are limitless. With faith, 

perseverance, and_ intelligence 








international police and inter- 


; tc 


Deputy Siate Insurance 
missicner Simon M. Sheld: 
Before any person coulc 
tain a driver’s license, undé 
bill, he would have to 
liability insurance or oth¢ 
show proof of financial re 
sibility of £10,000 or more 


( 


New Plan Would Insure Drivers, Not Automobil 


Co: 
D8) 
bte 
rw 


— 


PUL 


Uncer present statutes in } 


Hampshire, the car, no: 
driver, is insured and the 
ance is not mandatory 


drivers not involved in acc: jen: 


The proposed New Ham 
legislation, if enacted, wo 
the first in the nation ry 
the insurance on the drive 
state Massachusetts 


rv 


has compulsory insurance, put 


1s required on the vehici: 
the driver. 

Sheldon, who said he ha 
working on the plan for ths 
six years, expressed belief 
tion of his proposal would 
—1. Establish a more eq) 
ay of rating. 

—2. Relieve the public 
present inconvenience 
necticn with changing ins 
and ‘tinancial responsibili: 
ings for motor vehicles. 
—3. Make insurance prot 


W 


in 
aii 


available to more people w.th 


the necessity ef resorting 
assigned risk plan. 

—4. Strengthen the fir 
responsibility law and } 
the public with greater 
tion. 

—5. Promote 
tion of vehicles 
work and effect a substan: 
duction in expense to the 
motor vehicle department 
ting filing up to 40 per ce 

Sheldon estimated thz 
total amount peid out f 


safety in 


|}Surance would remain abc 


same under the plan, alth 
the “bad driver’ would h 
carry the burden for 
takes. He said that 
arrangements call for 
basic rates: cities, suburb: 
rural. 

In the event a motorist 
two or more automobil 
trucks, the insurance poli 
der the plan would cove 
for all the vehicles. At 
each vehicle is insured. 
the proposed plan the 
would be covered on any ° 
he drove. 

If the driver involved iz 
dents was convicted for 
vehicle law violations, 
ance rate would be increa: 
cordingly, Sheldon ex; 
expressing belief this woul 


nil 
e 


1s 


LEGISLATIVE NEW 


Executive Session 

In Executive Session 
Senate on Monday, the fol 
nominations 

David A. Nimmo, of Jerss 
to be Judge of the Juven 
Domestic Relations Co 
Hudson County. to succee 
Self. 

Irving S. Reeve, of Eng! 
to be Judge of the Court 
Criminal Judicial District 
County of Bergen, to 
himself. 

Walter G. Winne, of H 


were confirmed 


and simplify tz 


|to bring about safer driving 


S 


Cit 


sack, to be County Prosecuto! 
Bergen County, to succeed him 


self. 
Senate 
The following bill was 
duced in the Senate Mona 
S-298 Van Alstyne. To cre 
three member appeal 


within the Department of La? 


and Industry to hear Wor 
Compensation appeals inste 
county-courts. (L. & I) 


national courts where they wil 
be peaceably and conclusively 
settled. The alternative is to 
expect in the future what oc- 
curred in the past with the ex- 
ception that the next time 
pleadings will be framed and 


we should be able to emulate the 
great Americans who preceded 
us by creating a governmental 
institution sufficient to meet the 
needs of the time. 
Sincerely, 
Bernard Chazen 


Announcement 


Edwin Segal 








Market Street, Camden. 


announces 
lemoval of his law offices © ™ 


ad of 


one 


























Mierformed. 
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ORMAL OPINION 1949, No. 9 
; March 16, 1949 
Bionorable Sanford Bates, 
Commissioner 
r Commissioner Bates: 
advise that a prisoner 
as committed to the New Jer- 





va State Prison at Trenton on 
anuary 7, 1949 for the offense 
f carnal abuse, to serve a term 

from 2 to 3 years. It seems 


urther that there was a nota- 
the order of commit- 


jon 
ment that “Immigration author- 
ties mav take him at any time 
or deportation”’. 

You further advise that the 


inited States Immigration Of- 
as in your institution the 
iay and appears agreeable 
nge for the deportation 
subject. 
now desire to be advised 
r the court in committing 
isoner can include a con- 
the commitment that 
be turned over to the 
‘ation Authorities at any 
deportation. This, of 
would have the effect 
ting the sentence when 
nigration Authorities de- 
ided that they would 
Mim for deportation. 
i - of the opinion that the 
ondition attached to the com- 
I has no validity in the 
W, therefore, inoperative. 
mnd the prisoner is required to 
ve the sentence imposed upon 
s any commutation time 
may be entitled to re- 
good behavior or 
I find nothing 
I tutes of this State relat- 
gng to sentences and imprison- 
ent which emrowers the court 


n 
iid 


Ol 


accept 











work 





mo sentence conditionally, tne 
E Tec which is to terminaté 
Mhe sentence upon the happen- 
ang a contingency. 

. p 


2:192-4 provides that all 
to the State 

for a maximum 
m term except sentences 


mente rison 
z aay es T1isOUl1) 


ana 





gor li R. S. 2:190-15 permits 
ahe rt, within 30 days after 
pmposition of sentence, to open 
Band ‘ate the judgment and 


ice as right and justice 


nay require. R.S. 2:190-16 per- 
uts the court on its own motion 
ithin six months from date of 
onviction, to vpen and vacate 
ec 


i\viction, discharge the de- 


ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OPINIONS 


fendant from custody and grant 
him a new trial. 


The law provides for no other | 


controls by the court upon its 
sentence after same is imposed 
upon the prisoner. 


There appears to be no war-| 
rant in the law for the inclusion 


of the condition in the commit- 


ment you speak of and you 
should, therefore, disregard it 
and consider the prisoner as 


having been sentenced for a 


minimum of 2 years and a max- 
| 


imum of 2 years. 

Very iruly yours, 
THEODORE D. PARSONS, 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
By: 

Eugene T. Urbaniak, 
Deputy Attorney General 


FORMAL OPINION 1949, No. 10 
March 17, 1949 

Honorable Sanford Bates, 

My dear Commissioner: 

You advise that in connection 
with the administration of the 
work of the State Board of Child 
Welfare, an agency under the 
jurisdiction of your department, 
attention must be given to the 
matter of requiring legally re- 
sponsible and financially able 
persons support their child- 
ren. In connection with this 
matter vou have had_ several 
situations wherein you are re- 
Guired to proceed against a step- 
father to require support of him 
for one or mor2 stepchildren. 

You desire to be advised 
whether, under cur law, a step- 
father can be required to con- 
ite to the support of a step- 





+ 


LG 


1 my opinion, there is no pro- 
Vision in the law of this State 
which will permit a court to re- 
quire a stepfather, to contribute 
financially or otherwise to the 
support of a stepchila 
Advisory Master Van Winkle 

the case of Schneider v. 
Schneider, 25 N. J. Misc. 180, 
dealt with this matter rather 
thoroughly in a matrimonia! 
wherein this question was 
not directly in issue but where 

had a significant bearing on 
the eventual decision of the 
court. 

In that case the Advisory 
Master, speaking for the forme 
Court of Chancery, said: 


in 


case 
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| der no obligation by the Eng- 
lish common !aw, to maintain 
a child of his wife by a former 
marriage (Cooper v. Martin, 4 
East 76; 102 Reprint 759; Stone 
v. Carr. 3 Espn. 1; 170 Reprint 


118: 100 Reprint 926). 
Other state aecisions on the 
subject, a number of which are 


collected in tne foot-note in 
Corp. Jur. title ‘Parent and 
Child’ par. 182, show that the 


American common law is to 
the same effect. The law al- 
lows a stepfather to refuse to 
provide for a stepchild or to 
take it into his family. (Chi- 
cago M. School v. Scott 157 Ih. 
App 350). If a stepfather vol- 
untarily accepts into his fam- 
ily a child of his wife by a 


former husband and assumes 
the obligation of a parent for 
maintenance, the obligation 


continues only as long as he 
permits the cnild to be in the 
home. (Copek v. Kropick 2i 
N E. Rep. $36; 129 111.509)” 
The foregoing enunciation of 
the state of the law is clear ana 
unambiguous [The court went 
on further to discuss the defini- 
tion of a person in loco parentis 
and, referring to Brinkerhoff v. 
Morscelis 24 N. J. L. 680, said: 


“The proper definiton of a 
person in loco parentis of a 
chiid is. a person who means 
to put himself in the situation 
of a lawful father of the chile, 
with reference to the father’s 


oftice and duty of making pro- 


vision for the child 

It was futrher disclosed that 
this definition was adopted n 
cur courts in the case of Moit 
vy. Jossa 119 N. J. Eq. 185. 

It is to be concluded from the 
1anguage of the Schneider case 
that, while tepfather may 
voluntarily assume the respon- 
sibilities of providing for his 
stepchild, it cannot be thrust 
upon him nor can he be forced 


into the relationship against his 


will, and such relationship, un- 
der the cited case will only 
exist so !ong as the person means 
cr intends tnat he be in such 
situation. In fact, the court at 
vp. 184 said: 


“Assuming that the relation- 


ship once existed * it has 
not continued to exist and it 
may not again exist without 


the husband meaning that ic 
shall exist. Loco parentis has 
to do with custody, liability to 
support, and the like, and is 
temporary in character and is 
not tu be iikened that of 
adoption. ‘The one is tempor- 
ary in character, the other 
permanent and abiding. (In 
re McCardles Es 
Rep. 2nd 850)” 
The rule has uniformly 
adopted both in England and on 
the Continent that when a wo- 
man remarries, although she 
acquires the domicile of her sec- 
ond husband, into whose family 
she passes, this domicile of her 
second husband will not be that 
of her infant children, who do} 
not pass, as she does, into the 
family of their stepfather 
(Keenan; ‘Resigence and Dom- 
icile’, p. 313) 
Keenan further 


to 


tate 


been 


discloses that 


| this rule has been followed in a 


majority of the states in the 
early leading cases in this coun-| 
| try and states that, while it 


leaves the minor in a somewhat 
anomalous position, there is 


| nevertheless logical basis for the 
| rule. 


THEODORE D. PARSONS, 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Eugene T. Urbaniak 
Deputy Attorney General | 
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Stes. 


Eonorable Sanford Bates, 
My dear Commissioner: 


It appears that on several oc- 


|easions patierits of the feeble- 


| minded 
while on visit or on escape, have 
contracted marriages with other) 


517: Tuff v. Harrison, 4 T. R.|} 


or mental hospitals 


persons. 
You 
whether 
valid. 
to this question. 


these marriages 


the marriage would be absolute- 


ly void by the provisions of R.S. 
37:1-10, as amerded by Chapter | 


227, P.L-. 1939, which requires 
both prerequisites for a valid 
marriage. 


Seconc, it mast also be as- 
sumed that your patient had 
sufficient mental capacity to 


consent tc the marriage, other- | 


Wise it is void ab initio, as dis- 
tinguished from voidable. 
Third, I must advise you that 


a Marriage will not be rendered | 
invalid by the mere fact that a! 
license was secured as the result 


of misrepresentation. 

In RS. 37:1-2, it is providea 
that before a marriage can be 
legally performed in this State 
the persons inter.ding to be mar- 
ried shail obtain a marriage lic- 
ense from the iicensing official 
and deliver it to the person who 
to officiate in the marriage 
ceremony. 

In R. S. 37:1-9, it is provided 
that no such marriage license 
shall be issued io a person who 
is or has been an inmate of an 
insane asylum or institution for 
indigent persons unless it ap- 
pears that such person has been 
satisfactorily discharged there- 
from. In the situation which 
you describe, it appears that 
these persons have not 
satisfactorily discharged from 
your institutions and, therefore, 
come within the _ prohibition 
clause of the cited section of tne 
law. In R. S. 37:1-8, it is pro- 
vided that any person furnish- 
ing false information to secure 
a license shall be guilty of per- 


is 


March 22, 1949 


desire to be advised; 
are | 
There are three aspects 


been 


accordingly. 


jing of a marriage 


inot affect the 
| Marriage. 


The contracting 


} false representations 
: | validate the marriage contract. 

First, I assume that the con-| On the contrary, in the case of 
tracting parties had first secured Buechlier v. Simon 104 NJ. Eg. 
a license to marry as required 572, it was specifically decided 
by law, and that the marriege/ that the provision of the law 
was solemnizea by an Cfficial| prohibiting the issuance of a 
authorized so to do by statute.| marriage licens? to an inmate 
If the contrary were the fact,| of an insane institution would 
legality 


|} the marriage is valid. 


Deputy 


“A stepfather, as such, is un-; FORMAL OPINION 1949, No. 16 jury and punished accordingly. 

R. S. 37:1-15, provides that 
any person who solemnizes a 
| marriage without the presenta- 
| tion of the license provided for 
| under tne law shall be guilty of 
|a@ misdemeanor and punished 
| 


It is significant to observe in 
| the reading of all of these sec- 
tions of the law that it is no- 
| where provided that the secur- 
license under 
shall 


parties who 
secured the license by fraud are 
| Subject to the penaities proviaed 
| by the act, but, assuming capa- 
icity to consent and compliance 
; With R.S. 37:1-10, as amended, 


THEODORE D. PARSONS, 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Eugene T. Urbaniak, 
Attorney General 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES Memo from Sheriff Re: 








=: 
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STATE OF NEW JE RSE STATE OF NEW JERS SPAGE OF KEW. JERSEX | ____sSuperior B43 (Law Division). | Superior Court Actions 
DEPARTMPNT OF STA DEPARTMPNT of STATE TATE OF XN ERSEY SUI , Law Dis Sont! : 
CERTIFICATE, OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ares Pen ee aen le: nze Trust { » banking itution —— 1st 


"0 all to whom these presents may come, | t 1 whom these presenta may come, ' xe ~ ae ee : Juaintin, v Ie 1 Lily an arolyn | . = ccey = 
Greeting retina ’ ersonal repr Mr. Freil, hus | Phill defendat xecution _| The Sheriff of ‘Essex Count; ( 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Ww MEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, —— roanna asad mais : y le of he a ” ated wit i advises that there still apr . e ] 
l j and } evise H i | executior o me i all Cpe HM C vile N if ip 
t 
t 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed yy duly authenticated record » nrocecd : . ‘ ‘ : Z 
ings for the voluntary Gigectution — ings for the volunte ( Inution thereof | Senet . 4 ees ih | for ©. dS nl é i to be some confusion as 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock by the unanimous ¢ . f ¢ | stock “ali ’ ' | ‘ . | Hou r ewark r da he f “ im 
holders Ci my - a pet ' olaors: akvouited in r ffice, , : | and per al repros ive : a} April next, at 2 o'clock P. } proce dure for instituting a [Ee 
ART IVORY, INCORPORATED, | COLCG ENGINEERING CO | , are ere’, ! 4 4 a Vil | the 1 tle 4 t rf we narinr nl a ‘ 
a corporation of this State, whose principal |g corporation of this State. whose principal t } apes se rt , ew Jerse ! 1 lefendants, of d te, all in the Superior Court and +0) a 
office is situated at No 290 Ferry Street, ! cfice is situated at No. 790 road Street, | instituted | auey sar Paconacacens te aan ertein§ tri or p ren requested us to publish the f y t 
City of -wark, County of Pssex, | in the City of Newark, County | porate ¢ 4 € } a, & ‘ einafter particular dese a) - aan +3 sa 
of New | . (J J. Ocertel, | Stats f New Jersey (James L idfor ho you thers a tefene an ute, lying adsl in the ity of Ne k.| iowlng instructions: - 3 
being the agent therein and in cha thereof, | being . u rein and it i I 1 sery I f . Ehrer 5 mnt tT ' ; i 
upon who process may be served), has |upon w mn oprocess may | srved), us j Kra Att y for is ug BEOR sinning 2 ct rly 1 t ees 1 First file the original SC —) 
complied w the requirements of Title 14.) complied » requiremen f Title é. ewa sey t s t point therein « outherly ne q Sic a . F 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes ‘orporations, ne of Revised Statutes | 2 complaint wit s after April feet fror ; ve ty rner | plaint and a copy thereof poh 
of New Jersey, preliminary to he issuing ¢ Ne Jer , o}j wry to the ji iit - : cc i Ss late f you | ¢ he ur and lene : 4 oe . e 
of this Certificate of Dissolution ic ave wie ADanalckioW lo s ne Iefanlt 2 Teta i ard rect south 28 degree ;| the Clerk of the Superior Coy I 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of : P THE RBFORE, ff, Lloyd Marsh, | rendered inst you for the relief deman minute vest 15.96 fe t ‘ north 56 c 
I 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | secretary of ; ann State of y | in the aplaint ; egre 3S om 5 ec v d 2. Thereafter. send to 
ertify that the said corporation did. an the E a re rtify 1 @ aic : ‘ I ’ ‘ us ed Tor ° hro t} nter of t party v dl : i 4 > 7 
Seventh “day of | March, 1949, file | corporation di fhe’ Geroute nti lay | pur f . ' ; » ho nding on the 4 es| Sheriff the original Sum: 
my office a duly executed and attested © of arch ‘ file ‘ certit ‘ sold to the rf ew i he reir ] ihed = fror t i mas nv . 
sent in writing to the dissolution of lls co yg A i Toe Bind é hye te MTeledt pouned Agata ies ee hence north 33|@nd a copy thereof, togs 
corporation, executed by all the stockholders ‘setae canis mn of saic ' ation eu t ited at U7 issai tre ewark, | de 1 ites ¢ - feet rj , h in 
thereof, which said consent and the record “eh « ay Vstocl khol« ae ‘ } New er ‘ ited slock 567 north A degree min iT 3 with copy of the Complain 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file |” SrA sins Gace Fable estes on the 1 plicat rf rk, and is | we : r e wall of the building} nexed for each defendant ¢ 
in my said office as provided hy law. rete id ave now on file ‘in my st sftice 0 . rtifieate » 191 nd rf | oining o he t . fe ‘ ‘ ’ Da 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 provided by. Tay sta cates 5 lie St w-| north res 2 minu orved. ig 
have hereto se mys mand and a PIMONY WITEREOF lark Ne ersey i ited as lock 96 feet thence “ h degree : ite P fUs 
fixed my _ offic ial sea’ at) Trenton : ereto set my hand and af- | } tl x duy e of Newark, an econds east al We e The Sheriff makes his re J 
this Seventh day of March, A. D., i dal eoal. at ‘Prenton li na cate 1 lk ling o pre n | E oe 3 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and ‘ Pe i eee , 4 r heir i cribed 66 ie outh 33 d of service on the original 
forty-nine. sents ; : : Se perso eprese! ‘ F at ! 2 minut t : feet - + ae 2 iy 
LLOYD B. MARSH. at) AD, on Seensend: sine: Nee 10 Er ECUAY Seven cna oot eer teenies ede caso mons and on the copy and file: I., 
Secretaru of State «tel Pat Par ae ate Abr Newark. “and through ti 2 if ee (ee gee . . 4 
Mat a 2k Sh. Ane 2 $16.80 LLOYD 1. MARSH, av 67 Paseakc t sre — ae Sa nter of the | same with the Clerk of the C B ny 
a Mar: St Apr. ¥, 14 tR0 "ey » ress ed pe 


SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY = are ie a - ET eae other AE ora A J 
CHANCERY DIVISION, PX COUNTY ba Oe sone pap AR eevee to, ties Weetety Une ck rae LEGAL NOTICES ju 
DOCKET No. 158/588 STATB OF NEW JERSEY a pana “pai Ren tReet m ar ng knc 1 designated as 3 3 T 
Civil Action IEPARTMENT OF STATE st ir © premises know: d cf ‘ ‘ J | STATE OF OF W JERSEY 


























NOTICE OF SALE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | Stre becaus ppears of recore | / approximate amount of the judg DEPARTME OF STATE al 
MARY ROCHE, et als., Plaintiffs, vs. MARY] fo all to whom these presents may come i pe r Court of ersey. ¢ r to In atistie ic ale i he ER’ “ATI F DISSOLUTI 7 
MULRAINEY, et a@ls., Defendants. Greeting: J ment obtained by } 2 L u gains im Three NIsal ‘ indre f t these presents ma 
hy virtue of a Judgment for sale of the WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction ; _ ace : : to my sat 
Superior Court of New Jersey, Chancery] py duly anthenticated record of the proceed eee sa reid 
Division, entered on the 4th day of February,| jngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof of the 4 


lisso'ntior 
the 

fice, that 
UNEEDA CLEANING & DYE ING ¢ 


ormeration of this State, whose Be 





at public vendue, and sell to the highest] holders. deposited in my office, that 
hidder, on Friday, the 8th day of April, GALE RPALTY CORPORATION 
1949, at 1:30 o'clock in the afternoon, in| a corporation of this State, whose princin 
the Sheriff's salesroom, Room 303, of the | office is situated at No. 24 Commerce $ . Se ‘ yremer ned | 24 Branfor 
County Court House, in the City of | (Room 401) n the City ewark infty sv ; pPise th ae migrate slakas STATE OF NEW JERSEY t he tr of } Tacks pe evi 
J., wll that certain lot, tract or| of Essex. Stat New Jersey rris Gor Uo estiss a ica = ; “| ANCELINA ROZZO and GAVINO ROZZO vie Roan “aa “ihsadore It aed 
land and premises situate, lying! being the azen therein an I at GRANT sea OTT 1G.) hel mn = re . ine a —e 
in the City of Orange, County of} thereof, upon whom process may nerior . : 7 
and State of New Jersey has complied with the requirements of Title hie | ah y = } r 
teginning in the Northerly line of Me-| 14, Corporations, General, 0° Revised Stat-| | Mar. 3 pr 1 2 $30.68 | , oa. arin . 11 H Street, _ Ce o : f Revise BCUU 
Chesney Street at a point distant 291.85 utes: of Bee “e re gon gy theo the ’ - 
feet Westerly from the Westerly line of | suing of this Certificate © aBsorntron. amma 
Scotland Street and running thence along ahead THEREFORE, 1 Lloyd B. Marsh, STATE OF NEV 
said McChesney Street North 52 degrees West ; State of the State of New Sea 
25 feet: thence at right angles with said 
Street North 38 degrees Bast 60 feet 3 inches 
to land Eneas Smith; thence along his 
line Sont 2 dervrees 38S minutes East 29.95 
feet: ence still along e same South 58 
48 minutes East five feet six inches; 
at right angles aid MeChesney 
South 38 degrees re 38.2 feet to 
McChesney Street and place of Begin- 


1949 in the above cause, I shall expose en | by the unanimous consent of all the stock 








Jersey, Hereby Certify that the said DEPART : OF STATE - 
Corporation did, 1 the Twenty fourtl day of CER TIFIC. " F DISSOLU TION t : ‘ej - 4 : nie : : ; * 
March, 1949, file in m fli execute T all i : presents may come OLLE : ne 0220, | } Socl the ber. da é ) 5 of 





and attested consent vri ‘ lissc 2 rn . 
ution of said corporation ute ill th BAS, It appears to my satisfaction 3 : < t ai 
stockholders thereof, whicl t and | by J uthenticated record of the proceed ne ‘i in ” he I a oe 4 ‘ } : in ( 
the record of the proceeding ‘ i ings the voluntary dissolution thereo' | | i 1 t ‘ 

now on file in my sé ce provided oh 2 un consent f all » stock : t 4 . ><a - 
by law | i ' my office, tha igs aa = , Wy STIMONY. ; WHE F BE Sst 
IN TESTIMONY WIHII one ‘ KA RI ry N F 

have hereto set my hand nd af e 


eing premises commonly known and des fixed my offic ial seal. at Tre ntar 


ignated as No. 557 MeChesney Street, Orange, pia ita hares die if M ne i etn i f ewark ounts f E . | purpo f foreclosing the en of ti ce ‘ is eventeer day f a yoly 
New Jersey, and designated on assessment | , Pt Dp pes “yeebesie ; F : hee Stat if ae : I : f recor n B page ; ) r housar nit 
man of the City as Block 188, Lot 18 , eng eager = . ; | heing the 1 n and in arge there | f asst ‘ou i ing premises com ana forty-nine ; He 
The said sale is to be free and clear of I Loy D 2 > an hom 1 in served), has | mor nov xa Kinney ret LLOYD B. MARSH. 
all liens, exeenpt the lien for unpaid taxes evade ’ wots mplie vith the irements of ‘Title 14 ewark ifor id o Owl! i LOt 0 Serretars f State 
for the year 1949, none of which is now x Ml a af ol 81 ornors mS, : al, f vised Statutes < 94 ? e ta may ‘ he ws ir. <4 
due and unpaid Pace ei . ~ aw Je preliminary to the issuing f ) of i 
Said premises will be sold subject to the | ‘ ss | f | 5 
legal effect of restrictions of record, zoning ESSEX COUNTY COURT I I B 1 1 ene f i may h Av. aio STAT OF <EW JIFRSEY 
ordinances, if any, such facts as an cur . NOTICE bs meres , 64 tate f . emise 3 bao alin See ete ee aes $ NEFPARTMENT OF STATE j 
survey may disclose, existing nan- slick, ‘Santa dikes 4 meee re ey Jers ‘ bys ertif that the 1) the reciosur eee j ee TF OF DISSOLTTIO’ eS1TU 
if any. and municipal liens, if any Sees aac tases fit. he ‘of WRICHT ¥ t t nty-third day | 32 it tl ; an ¢ - kei Tr to whom these presenta m 
said sale shall be subject to confirma ect ger ‘ coe ~ oe = f 14s e ji t ftice ‘ \ i : . ss ne Clreet 
*y the court and -to such further condi PROVISION, ; = pray mm | ¢ ted j ttested in wri GRAN I a8 bis I WHFREAS 
as will be announced at the sale atone ari a ‘ a a t} dissolnti said rpor , en : . 5 7 ‘ cs ers st y a 1 reco ¢ 
snecessful bidder will be required. to 2 jiagphag sits ted by all the stockholders thereof, wi r. 10, 1 1, $18.72 | , 5 matin baas Hor Wy 
deposit of ten (1007) per cent of the | ial t . 
se price, either by ish or by ican of. 

















at which . ext . fe SNE ae yIxe = 
who » provision ness as made ni girl 'e whoa & ‘ ee EN! 4 i IiR L CERR LOMAN \ nis 
Toseph A. Weisman J assignment on Maret ( t » sub ee — : eee ree Oe. Wren eee les : . 
Attorney at Law |< riber, of its estate r > oO nefit , 8 y ha rs aes i , ant the le f tI : { e tiated t ae nd 
60 Park Pla Newark, N.. }of its creditors, and i id | ‘ vy ‘ oF f re} ‘ : < t T r 
Mar. 17, 24, 31, Apr. 7 948 must exhibit their ve clai under , . nh rhs x as anive this «day l the I it seid) Uaioe Pech BO at is ; = 
oath or. affirmation rilyer . Re : a shed eCutrin rt tla ¢ \ en E 
- . the office of his proctor | ns tice is heret ven t reditors of Re Nei AOR SS 5 . 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY |} & Snyder, 11 Commerce Street ‘ cepicre cf whate. ¢ t ee. to 1% DSCrIDer vaicty tic iain atin ana le # phe Te 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE New Jersey, within thre : mor from{) Nita é : 14 B29 t ~ affirmation, t I A cemant Gi ti eth Seats _ 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | the date thereof, or tl will be forey t estate of A Geceased chee iets , - Bh Ba B, 
‘whom these presenta may come, | /arred from sharing it 4 : , ‘ ” ~ = — pea ‘ z 
Nie STAT cW JERSEY ; ar epee ' the State 
It appears to my satisfaction | SI TH H : LANES, Assignee | p: . STATE Fea Li. : . acca - baie if ‘ ¥ J 
ithenticated record of the proceed: | Hall of Records ‘ERT EF DISSOLUTION , ; fea Seba e re aig SO a 
the voluntary dissolution thereof. | _ Newark, New Jersey - T ’ “ = th presents may come = : : 
unanimous consent of ¢ » stock- | LARKEY, MARBDINISS & SNYDER : s ; 
deposited in my office, that Proctors for Assignee, sfaction 
ADRES MARKET 11 Commerce Street, & proceed = > ‘ eR te: ead ° 
ation of this State, whose principal, Newark 2, N. J F . — Ip ege vo ta li n thereof ae > 4 ' i . record he pr z —_ 
ted at No. 484 Bloomfield Avi J.—Mar. 17, 24 iv ft stock my 
frown, of Montclair, CGonnty of Esse dem 1 in my ¢ iv > . rie : ¢ revided 
: f New Jersey ' ‘erg n, | NOTICE | ] rE +4 . PD at eee 7 4 WHER 
heing the agent therein and we re-; TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN | tio f orig ae z ? ¢ 
of. upon whem process may » ary . as | We the undersigned hall ipply toe 
complied with the requirements of Title . . . ity. Court. Law Divisio 
Corvorations, General, of Revised Statntes day of April A.D 1949 , rsey g al 7 hscrib 1 I ne r 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of ’e in the forenoon at tl mrt Ho neing the hereit , 1 | m : Sicke: aSa heen teas ¥ ceiacd| digaeas akin §: 


my hand i? j ‘ 
seal, at tan 
jay f 


this Certificate of Dissolution Newar New Jersey, for an or autner- | gpon whom TOK i erved), ! . Ss : : a ad a < T OYD BL aS 
NOW THERPFORE, 1 Lloyd Bo Marsh ns Eh Rbeame the-nnie Of SOLOMON | omisilied) with Abe Mt 8 i st the « E suid deceased, es ees 
Sceretary of » of the State of New E r ROSE LADDY STBPHE Y ‘orporations, Genet vise Statutes | ! n ht : aT eee ; fxr. 24 ; . He 
Jersey, Do e Certify that the sai L ADDY and JOEL A. DDY 1 of New Jersey, pr inary to the issuing averting the eame anal h } ‘site: = : 
corporation the Wighteenth day f a & ‘ 7 ose Le Zonsk f thie Certificate o intion. t ng ou ame again t | 265 
March, 1949, fi in my office a duly executed | ay Stepl s adezer . ® minor nd NOW THEREFOR? 7 3. Marsr ‘ ‘ : j 1* 
and attested consent in writing to the . wadezensky, ¢ 1 I th Secretary of State of e % te of New] “ pheracen aaa E_ NE w JE RSE y 
of said corporation, executed by ¢ natural guardians. Solomon adezensky | Jersey, Do Here tit $ j ‘ sewer M : SAT 
kholders thereof, which said consent and Rose Ladezensky rporatio lid he Twen our ay of | xy ae . se itTIrI a E Jt — 
record of the proceedings aforesaid . March 24, i " > l to 1 these resent 
on file in my said otfice as ;rovided a. ; ARONS, 
tranford Place Ni Je f ( or ; 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1,13 March 24, 31, ¢ i $7.56 - 7 olde er consent | ESTATE 19 CHRISTINA PROGEL, 
have hereto set mv hand and af- ar he v< if e pr “ings aforesaid cersed 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton Rn ; : i n file in 3 d office as provided | NOTH E OF SETTLE EME NT 
this Kighteenth day of  Mareh, — ae March’ 3, 1949 aia ; i | . lerelyy gl 
AD one thousand — nine hundred | | ESTATE OF EMIL ARTHUR DITZEL, de py fe ; La ae eee ee anchor ids 
and. forty-nine ceased hye IN rTESTIMONY WHEREOF, J] ‘ots Gf URINTIN A PROG] 
LLOYD B. ATARSH Pursuant *to the order of GEORGE H. | have hereto set my hand and af | i) he audited and stated by 
Secretary of Atate. - BECKER, Surrogate of the County yseX, | fixed my official seal at Trenton, | nce fi . 
Mar. 21, Apr. 7, 14 $12.80! this day made, on the ; ati this Twenty-fourth day of Mare at : r 
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oe a ee | 


e undersigned, Executer f aid (Seal . : one thousat nine hundred | 
— | noth is hereby given to reditors f t 





Date i: Marcel 1. 


j said deceased, to exhibit the subscriber | LLOYD B. MARSH, HBDLEN M. BUERLE we series 
ant to the provisions of an Act of under affirmation, thelr ¢ Cee Secretary of State. | DAVIDSON & MINIT ITI, Attorneys “poration neral, rised Stati c 
A ; i jest 
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we WHOM IT’ MAY CONCERN: 
rst 


demands against the estate of said deceased, re. 2 A S12 991 Bergen 





ee “3 rislature of New Jersey, Revised Stat- sat : meet his ate. or j 
utes Title 2:67-1 to ‘and rites og yg Parca ey Ma peccine ae A Jersey City. No J. | | of this ifies olntior ie 
Title 2:67-7 and the acts amendatory thereof | -oovering the . , the subscriber. | STATE OF NEW JERS L.J Mar. : , 31, Apr : ‘ I - Lo 
and supplemental thereto, notice is hereby ~ FED AL ST COMPANY DEPARTMENT OF STA Saad ae w ae cr t 
given that I shall apply to the Essex County; pay ¢. COLLINS) ator ey CERTIFIC \TE “OF DISS( LU eon Mareh 16, 1949 ‘ ¥ a ae pe 
Court ¢ the Court House, Newark, New 24 Commerce Street To all to whom these presents may come lE Se A TE OF IDA MAY MeMICKLE, de- ot toa ea ar - Es 
Jersey the 18th day of April at 10 ~wark 2. N. J SGiranhie 7 ‘ ‘ | >» it et ( Xt 
o'clock in the forenoon or as soon thereafter! 7 7 —-yfar. 10. 17. 24, 31, Apr. 7. | ow HE RP as, It appears to my satisfaction, ant t > er of GEORGE H. 
as T can be heard for an order authorizing s : ' ntieated record of the proceed ECKFR, » of the County of the 
my son, Walter Gerlach Ferguson, to as fee ° lacie - # : arv dissolutior hereof i } ati of the | 
onan le  Gerlac rig NOTICE OF APPLICATION I e voluntary dissolution the Fal ie SER ae . eak eceaset 1 
sate gag een — IGEIACH SAI ETAE FOR NAME CHANGB J unanimous consent of all the stock- | un , E aid deceased, | 
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47 } : Past . ic tice ji eby give the creditors of |} : 
“ai Take otice >» undersigned r olders, deposited in my office, that ; 1 i 1 ) to , jo ftlace) eg 
abc lad ee te mek Coste toot Con INDUSTRIAL CONTAINER COMPANY d deceased, ‘to exhibit to the subsckines ¢. TESTIMONY WHER! 
serlach Ferguson, aaa oe sane seks ril ¢ a corporation of this State. whose principal | u r oath or affirm pate th i i and have chevate Bie 
‘ inor ark, > : ; th, : : J ge - eee ae s f 
Dated March 8, 1949 at 10:00 o'clock in the forenrE t.[in the Oity of Newark, Cou f Essex, | wit six. Souths fom, this Gabe, os ixed my official 
A. Albert Pichler, a dude ment to assume the name EE | in IG P ha PELOWEE chareetiitran ; i el ry 
Ly Mar. 24, : 17, 14 ee ‘ an) eS I gs lg cn aN Arce | TeCOr ne RD SANINGS INSTITUTION | forty-nine. 
iw. Zt, 63, Apri % ° a ae ‘ + — t ‘ whom process y . sore : > HOWAR S: NGS f ‘ ad 
pererany for Pini ati has complied with the requirements of Title | DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney LLOYD RB. MARSH, 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 990 Broa Stree 1 ge Gener: ay Stat- eget hag —— 
Pursuant to the provisions of ‘Title 2. | Newark 2. ‘rsey : ee Or rae "ce chee , Ld a Mur, 17, 24. 31. 
Chapter 67, of the Revis« “d Statutes of 1937 | L.J Mareh 381, April A ol. So. are THERE ne PORE, 2d .-—Muar, , 
of the State of New Jersey,’’ notice is hereby ' - — Macch 22. 1040 vaio des seg : Sts - Mareh 17. 1943 Maret 
=. as a “ESTATE OF ROSE ANDRES. pe "| Jersey, Do ! ertif that the i ESTA’ 1 OF EDWIN H. COLPITTS, de-}| ESTATE OF WILLIAM H. WEE 
¢ e Esse ‘ y 5 : 1 IST. ROSE AD hand rr % y ce eka 
House, in the City of Newark, New Jersey, Purs t te the etl ps ants of i. vr} Sent ec tn 4 eg sane Pursuant to the order of GEORGE 4. | ; nt to the order of GBO 
on the 18th day of April, 1949. at 10 0 clock | > Surrogate 0 € : a : eet Boxee SE’ fi “af BECKER, Surrogate of the unty of Essex, | Lf. Surrogate of the County 
the forenoon, (E.S.T.) or as soon there-{ this day made, on. the eT + Boe care : cage t i} this on the § ution of ‘the | licatior 
after as we may » heard, for a judgment ! undersigned, Administrstos \ if m of said r 
authorizing us to assume other names, to] deceased, notice is heret 
wit: Joseph P Joseph, Kathryn Joseph, | creditors of said dece peed, be : : ice dak the Cee ottins Heald “Gaecaced? tn Aamite eo tehe aibeerihce '. 
Gregory Joseph and Marianne Joseph. the subseriber . oe is as inst , x cee ae: deer =e . under oath or affirmation, their claims and | under or affirmati f f 
Dated: March it. 1949. j a ye ge weno “within ax : ionths fror IN TSH STIMONY WHEREOF, Ij demm is against the estate of said deceased, demands against the estate of said 
Joseph P. EK io = my ees they will be ¢ : arre: have hereto set my hand and af-]| within six months from this date, or they within six months from this date. 
Kathryn Exizian , ae ae gates secnting or recovering same fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | wil be forever barred from prosecuting of | will be forever barred from prosé 
Joseph P. Ee cer ei crige | against’ the subscriber this Thirtieth a March, | recovering the same i t the subscriber. | recovering the same against the > 
ee Ses ee wait “HE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | (Seal) A D., one thousand nine hundred ‘ zs MES L. NESBITT a wa : ABE ZAC! 
FRANK ae enCyT Atte 7 ; DOUGLAS C. BAKER, Attorney | and forty-nine JAMBS L. NFSBITT” yyy one NATHAN RAVIN, Attorney 
. x. Cy 10, Attorney TAS . Bi oR, 








f hiel under gned, Executor said deceased, 
the necuaedts s | notice eceby given to the creditors of 





‘ommerce Stree LLOYD BB. MARSH, 631 Mosswood Avenue 744 Broad Street 
17 Academy Street 11 Comme a Street 


e New Jerse Newark 2, N, J * x 
ee “ah + lage A Ae ee $9.24 L.J.—Mar. 31, Apr. 7. 14, 21 


Secretary State Orange, N. J Newark 2, N. J 
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i.:3-—Apr:, 7, 14,21 $12.80! L.J.—Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7, . L.J.—Mar. 10. 17, 
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BS URISDICTION — The County litigation rather than for delay iemad. ahehetd . eatminind OE eine the oe ee 
* Court has no jurisdiction over | and defeat for technical reasons. The pewer of the Commission | P — ane ns ~panaeaine ; Cl $13. 684 06: anwts uones rele. Wielneela 
x = “ si ees y P 2 2 + ere , s Ss ah solr. Draesel A Dorfman , 
= jocal actions involving real es-| Plaintiff will be permitted to! keing quasi-judicial appellant oes ro prage sion = es ve — ; ! | I ins: \ “ 
: ° . ° e = @ P ‘ y LASS, Joseph frehe, we resent e.. 
tate situated outside the coun-| amend the complaint by either} was entitled to a public hearing ye slay on prc : ieee > OL Plainfield: vol: lab, $21,719.02; assets 
ty. striking the second transaction! in accordance with due process a a me . a ee _ me MRE] HOS: rete. We-tnse & Cyn; cole, Bem 
= 4 iocal action must be tried in OF setting it up as a separate The hearing heid was informal. ee cae saad wy Meee ee eee”) KOVACS, Atort, 1512 Franklin st. tit 
— the county in which the realty Count. If it is set up as a sep-| The witnesses were not sworn.| — “a : aa Oe aercie & folae. a 
| in question is situated. arate count, it will be a separate! And ihe finding, as stated, does| PRACTICE — Under Rule 3:1-2) jospona 
( ) The Lranster of Causes Act purely local action over which! not indicate vy the evidence; the court should relax or dis- NT Tela Lark ain ee ee 
} aes = >» s ses £ : ‘eee } a o y “ n thes srethers, hion ‘ 
4 Com. i cn not been superseded inso- ‘is court has no jurisdiction) was appraised. It also appears| pense with the Rules when- per Ss vol: Liab, $4,546.34 
f wit as so- 4 : } ’ ; : ' ver , q , ini ; 9 $6,005 S595 ref 
." 7 con the Counts Const is and plaintiff can then apply un-/| evidence dehors the record was! ever they will work injustice. : «cle. Hethen 2, tan 
- Con s A ct eo FRE . “for 7-74 t + * . | : ; ‘ 
gj, gener dex ~ of Causes Act tc} considered. | Digested from an opinion by], .... ui bat 
: transfer the second count, a ie | Bastw . mb Maplewood: vol: Iki, $2168: Ste oa 
sted from an opinion by . Si Pcie Accordingly. ,earing held| Zastwood, J. A. D., rendered Mar. peered: sel ae, See 
= 2 “| complete cause of action in it- : ee ES -<| 23. 1949. Carlo v. Okoni F MO er ae on ee 
1orne, J. C. C., rendered ‘ nek tr thee Oo sar Court | Cid not comply with due process| <9 *%44. Carlo V. onite. FOr} jond & Rospond: 3-21 
28, 1949. Essex County ,. ° cither to the Superior Court! 4. the statutes, and this consti-|@ppellant — Harry Tartalsky | MAIN Radio and Television Company, In 
sig , yan sactlgng or the Ocean County Court. 4 : iyo ES 5 | (O'Bri & Tartalsky) For re- S06, Main x Asbury Dark: vel lial 
Donker v. National. For wi ses’ Wecela ad .| tutes an error substance re-| rien « artalsky). For re-|  sis,ss9.72 reir. Weel 
fis irwin Goldfineer.| on DO SramsteE OF Causes) auiring a rehe ind determ-| Spondent -— Wilbur A. Stevens}. 2” < Ceul meee 
aan — va sis + » 7 ~ rad J ; ~ - ~ . + a 4s 225 6 es Swess 252 S os _ : on ty _ ! 1 F adiny 
; efendant — Armand F | ont] superseded insofar a8 tht! vation of tion by the/| ‘Herbert McElroy on the Brief).| ave) éirts : aneta 
ey : “ens “| Superior Court is concerned, it Cimneatecton : laintift 4z.200;  reft sol 
r = 7 : 1 i SS ai. | Al - ~ 4 o.. liam ‘ 
r % is not superseded insofar as the 7 P ‘igi appease 8 Ce ee, oa 
ndant moves to dismiss, County Court is concerned. ment of involuntary dismissai) © 4). ‘jis 
4e complaint on the ground Ciedint- acunntinmie CORPORATIONS — The legis-|€Mtered on defendant's motion)  jefr. Weclays 
aI s title to realty in Ocean ti lation and existing state of the| @t the end of plaintiff's case. SCHULPZ, Mortinn side J 
an ; . ac ee eas * - . on - q . | ‘ f aie Plain ld 0 isset 
oul _and ths court has O ADMINISTRATIVE LAW—AER- law under which a charter 1S | The action is based on alleged S173. refi David 
ri tion tnerein. ONAUTICAL LAW—The pow- granted to a corporation is at) negligence of the defendant in * eo cue teem ‘: mens 
ae The complaint is for breach of er of the State Aviation Com-| i™tegra! part of the charter/that it violated regulations of| wl: tiah “s13.395.16; assets ‘S2 T0464 
r warranty in deeds. The “st mission to issue licenses for subject to which everyone is|the Interstate Commerce Com-| (it. Weeliis & Calill: solr Henry M 
ay aa from defendant to plain- _ operation of airports is quasi-. Presumed to have purchased) mission and R.S. 21:1-44 by im-|=——=== 
tiff The second deed is from judicial, and its hearings and his steck. properly and uniawfully mark-| the offer was properly refused 
at 8 ; A i Al, ¢ N € : : seg 2 ’ | : 2 2 J 
e snt to a third party findings or orders must there- —A corporation created after | "8. Jabeling and packing cer-| because it was not made until 
ik C ed to plaintiffs — Bot! fore comply with the require- 1926 has the power to convert | tain bottles of bromine, a dan-j after plaintiff had rested his 
“y a ip in one court. As ments of due process and of its preferred stock and fund/8Crous corresive ‘iquid which|case. The request to reopen 
; deed, there is priority the pertinent statutes. or otherwise satisfv cumula- plaintiff alle ges was the prox- | plaintifl’s case was a reasonable 
f Few, fel tract between the parties Divested from an opinion bv tive unpaid dividends under! Mate cause of his Injuries. | one mi —— have been grant- 
{ &®g i 12e 4 = ee is based ‘ one ot ‘ iil ali pil Jil J i a ; : ; : , _ lo inder R e 4-129 Ww i ro- 
: a he mK a paseo OF) Heher, J., rendered March 2¢, 2®- S. 14:11-1-2- Durine the trial, plaintiff of-| °4 | he aa ble “in oe 
é it it 1S transltory and tr : Es ane F \ . | ss the Rutes may > relay 
2 roche —— , i949. Supreme Court. Penn. R.R.| Digested pinion by} ered the Interstate Commerce | ©. di cael ad where they will 
: Ry LS TISQIClLIO over 1 - = ‘ : * oe el riijat s rine _ > 1 | J IS nsea W a - 5 Wiit 
matter. As to the secon Aviation Commission. For|Stein, J. S. ¢ red Mareh| Regulations in evidence, and| work iniustice 
3 Panag s for. be ah vt| @Ppellar. Cherles S. Barreti, 15, 1949. Superior Court, Chan-| Upon objection, the court stated,; 
aA ‘a 0 = oo “il afin sl .. ur.; John A. Hartpence on the cery Division. Fianzblau v. Cap-| “I will be glad to consider it if} Reversed, with costs, and a 
? a ‘go ee ts | For Aeromotive Corp tal. For John J.| You contend there has been a| tial de novo directed. 
te anc . ere ro 0e3 ‘ Js 2020s ip. ad. - } e os f r $ és Rn Ser LSE aes Tt 2 
a a _. | Morgan R. Seiftert. For the Com-'| Clancy. For Ruback | Violation of the rules and regu- —_ 
re , nr > r heir — alleaacaes . - - i. . = 
yy : l ” ae er an pelng missicn Walter D. Van Riper, & Albach. lations, if you will put in a New York and New Jersey 
i Se ee ee Atty. Gen. and John W. Grigg The deten pany was| form of requested charge. If you| Bank & insurance Steaks 
ba ah no jurisdiction out Sens hice - dla Se ee v Company Was! make the reauested charge. 1 Building & Loan Shares 
“2 - unty, it has no ju iy P Atty 7en. mecorporated in 192 It has UN | iT oiiaiaiais it ios Siew ween esi Mortgage Certificates 
’ the subject matte . This matter involves the grant dertaken to ts existing | oo 4. the jury” P] tiff was || KOELLNER & GUNTHER, Inc 
pees ‘ 4 = ' , | get to the jury”. laintiff was| LI ’ : 
the second transacti by the State Aviation Commis-) preferred stock $30 par value,|°, Mapa dein lf 3 z 2S ark " 
G ee a license to Aeromotive | together with ve unpaid} CPViousiy relying !n part on a 31 Clinton St., Newark 2, N.J. 
1 not because of the cou } ee rd Bence Baten pre ‘| violacion of the I. C. C. rules and| Velephans MAstes S608 
it by reason of RS. 2:27- on of N. J. to operate! dividends of $35.2 per-share:|. pags nen clad in Said 
} -. a . : ” aa ‘t on lands in Middlesex | into a nev preferred regulations There is no ques-| ____ Se eee 
Nn vlaes that a 10 OUR LANES: AEE) INELRCE SE | LEE sat bat p eal eS : { le recoeniti > SK , 
—— hall be tried in the in- ear appellant's main stock of $50 par value, and to| “OM as to the recognition I FOREIGN ATTORNEYS 
2 white tke coal | : Day on eacl 50 in casn | WC# regulations of the I. C. C.| «= 
nict t > rea Sta ay di Cail J ill as: | : . : 4 +1 an >. = Bae 
This Solute , 1) Objecti t bh t Ti e plan S ed by more! “I! entitled nor as to their legal || MEXICAN ATTORNEY 
'T § Is Sté > Stl Cc - yectlons to tne grant of the wedi. xg : ae i effect The cour syred j “6 4 sveas oa 
7 ae te effect. he, court erred in re- 
n ue: effect as far as icense were interposed bv .| than 2/73 of cholders of} sd i Registered with Mexican Consulate 
tintart Bn gS ina “ Se the te on bal ean hel ng powers,| /sing to admit them and in not "Graduate U. 8. Law School 
’ vs coun ourts are concerned pe bu ee RO od etoek. | considering them on defendant’s| Mexican Immigration Cases 
: W ver. it is not esser r after a hearine. the Imcluding the eferred stock- : eee i ; ° ° 
mn thera H r, it is st essentiai . - sega Sista = f himseli | ™otton for involuntary dismissal. Luis Rojas de la Torre 
at that the entire complaint be dis-| \2! ssion Stating its conclu-| “*-"** «ee ESE wenieh (Alaee jauwoein : “ee 
Bmis The spirit and pract sions in a letter to appellant) @nd other di preferred| The covrt also erred in re-| 50 East 42nd Street, N.Y. 
| the new constitution calls| Which related the objection,| Stockholders cl the leg-| fusing to permit plaintiff to re-| MUrray Hill 2-0780 
l€ new constitution calls; "ie eee he ER lity of this act }cpen nis case to offer testimony | 
plicity and expedition of| were without merit consistent)? eC | of an expert witness as to the! = — 
Ned). Micon SS \ Federal Civil Aeronautics; The Legi under ds aon a characte “y ft gion | ME XIC 5 
; AME] Tel. BA ro~e Stration standards Which a charter i nied 061 sellin MEXICAN LAWYER 
ene el. BAyonne 3-5373 ‘ ie ; ' eomniaay ie ral part of | mine. When it became apparent 2 . 
he iseninf y Appellant contends that the eet ela ae shale ithat the court w on- | Reptatercd with Meaican Consulate 
seymour Agency, Inc. meLION: Of Elie. Gluminiiecicn ivi | Ulten Cian cer +1656 Upon incor-| *#t the court would not con 
tun ion of the Commission un ls . . . | 
REALTORS Oa ta! poration, the ne law be | Sider the I. C. C. regulations. | LORENZO J. ROEL 
Fs 7 rier 2 “1.6 j ¢ rjc JUL ¢ 9 il c = ‘4 ° - P 
1 ac ifm ® West 8th St, Bayonne, N.3.1/ thot the procedure adopred wag| comes part of ‘ter of the| P/aintiff decided he should sup-|| 349 BROADWAY, NEW YORE 
ys ee ares “ Nat tne f seaure <¢ pve Was eee ‘ : -lement sn v is e rt | = 
: ‘EORGE SEYMOUR not in accordance with due pro-|©COMPany, and everyone pur-| Pemens aa, ~henaatans, Reon rs BArclay 7-4796 
= "BRL Member of American Inatitute «f ' site ee eee shvexertan eee PERE ,| testimony. Respondent argues 
| Reai Estate Appraisers cess, and that the action taken chasing STOCK rporation | eee ere eae ha... a = a 
} = = aS arbitrary and not supported| 40eS So subject to the law then 
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S spsciat 4aPresieas, auevice expressly condi ioned ge) SS Nhe rg Pearle nye 
> ascertainment of facts from| “4S &-npowered luce the di 
| MORRIS GOLDFARB aE ice Siegen ee PP vidend rate, reduce the right to 

i Memter: American Institute of Real evidence adduced at a_ public gies at si 
Estate Appraisers rearing. The Commission is °ulative dividends or arrange 
a io Madison Av., Perth Amboy || charged with the duty of hold-|!0% funding or fying rights 
> | Tel. P.A. 4-4444 ¢ public hearings and to pro-| i” respect to dividends in arrears 
— de for licensing airports by on its preferred stock provided 
| | rules ete. adequate to protect the| °/3 1 interest of the holders of| 
APPRAISALS ublic health and safety. It 1s pyle ei lt 

uthcrized to take depositions.!“* ‘**© ©*t4¥st. 

Every Court and Judicial It is directed to keep a full rec- Where, as l corpora-| 
Tribunal, as well as in ord of all proceedings or hear-/tion is created after 1926, the| 
Inheritance Matters, our igs. to take testimony stenog-| Vested rignts of preferred stock-| 
appraisais are accepted. to present its find-| holders flowing non-pay- | 
s For more than half a cen- controverted ques-|™ent of cumulative dividends 
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uch case the Commission is! 4ulSite 2/3 vote 
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ATLANTIC COUNTY 
Superior Court 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials resume April 11. 
Motions—April 8, 29. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Vincent S. Haneman 
Final hearings Wednesdays 

and Thursdays. 

Motions and pretrials—Fridays. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Vincent S. Haneman. 

Every Tuesday. 
BERGEN 
Law Div.— 

Hon. J. Wallace Leyden. 
Trials now in progress. 
Motions—April 8, 22. 


Chan. Div.— 
Hon. John Grimshaw, Jr. 
“Motions — At Hackensack April 
14, 29, at Paterson, April 8, 22. 
Matrimonial Div.— 
Hon. William A. Hegarty. 
Trials—Weeks of April 18, May 2. 
Motions— April 8. 22. 


BURLINGTON COUNTY 

Law Div.— 

Hon. Haydn Proctor 
Trials commence April 11. 
Motions-—April 8. 

CAMDEN COUNTY 

Law Div.—Hon. Donald Waesche 
Trials to June 16. 
Motions and pretrials—Apr. 8, 22 
Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Norman T. Rogers 
Trials thru April 7 
Motions and pretrials—Apr. 1 

29. 


COUNTY 


A 
i, 


Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 








| 
IRVING M. MINION | 
Associated Adjusters } 
24 Commerce St., Newark 





NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
ij Academy St., Newark 2, N.J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services avatlable to 





attorneys only. 








Telephone 
Asbury Park 2-7140 
If No Answer 
Manasquan 17-3552 


Glendon J. Tranter 
PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR 
ELECTRONIO & SCIENTIFIO 

DETECTION EQUIPMENT 
—Divorce Evidence Obtained— 
710 Mattison Ave., Asbury Park 


Licensed 
Bonded 


cense No. 476 








LICENSED “lizabeth 2-3359 
BONDED 2-4644 


Hanus Detective Agency 
Suite 601-602 
1143 East Jersey Street 
Elizabeth, N. J. 
CHARLES HANTS, Principat 











Special Real Estate 


Investigator 
NEW JERSEY AND 
EASTERN PENNA. 
Owners of Record, Executors, 
Heirs, Located. 
Payment of Tax Liens or Deed 
for Property Involved Secured. 
Title Insurance Exceptions 
Investigated. 


RESEARCH WORK AND 
REPORTS MADE. 
Correspondence Invited 


J. W. SNYDER 


P.O. Box 31 P.O. Box 476 
Surf City, N. J. Phila. 5, Pa. 
Tel. Pennypacker 5-6396 


Reference—Percy Camp, Esq., 


Mitehell 2-1771 MArket 2-5€3%, | Motions and pretrial hearings 





Toms River, N. J 








Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Wm. R. J. Burton 
Trials—Every Tuesday, Wednes- 

day and Friday. 
Motions—Every Friday. 

CAPE MAY COUNTY 

Law Div.— 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials concluded. 
Motions and pretrials—April 29 

at Atlantic City 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Vincent S. Haneman. 
Every Tuesday at Atlantic City. 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY 

Law Div.— 
Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials to April 7. 
Motions and pretrials—Apr. 8, 29 
at Atlantic City. 
Matrimonial Div.— 
Hon. Wm. R. J. Burton 
Trials and motions every fhurs- 
day. 


ESSEX COUNTY 

Law Div.— 

Hon. Wm. A. Smith. 

Hon. Joseph L. Smith. 

Hon. Daniel J. Brennan. 
Trials—Monday thru Thursday 
Motions and pretrials — Every 

Friday. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Walter J. Freund. 

Hon. Alfred A. Stein. 

Judge Freund will hear contest- 
ed motions at the Hall of Rec- 
ords on Aprii 8 and uncon- 
tested motions on Apr. 18. Pre- 
trials and final hearings are 
heard daily except Friday. 

Judge Siein will hear contested 
Motions at the Hall of Records 
on April 18, and uncontested 
motions on April 8. 

Matrimonial Div. 

Hon. C. Thos. Schettino. 

Hon. Hermar. E. Hillenbach 


heard every Friday except Apr. 
15 at Hall of Records, Newark. 
Trials Monday through Thurs- 
day, at Hall of Records. 


GLOUCESTER COUNTY 


| Law Div.—Hon. Donaid Waesche 
| . 
'Trials commence June 20. 


Motions—June 24. 


HUDSON COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Wm. J. Brennan, Jr. 

Hon. Haydn Proctor 
Trials now in progress. 
Motions—Fridays. 

Pretrials on all available days. 
Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Henry T. Kays 
Trials—Tues., Wed., Thur. 
Motions—Every Friday. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. David A. Pindar. 
Trials—Monday thru Thursday 
Motions — every Friday at the 

Court House. 

HUNTERDON COUNTY 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials at Belvidere—May 2. 
Motions at Somerville—-April 8. 

MERCER COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Raiph J. Smalley. 
Trials resume in June. 
Motions—April 29. 

Chancery Div.— 
Hon. Wilfred H. Jayne. 


Motions will be heard every Fri- so 


day at the State House Annex 
Matrimonial Div.— 
Hon. William R. J. Burton. 
Trials and motions every Mon- 
day. 
MIDDLESEX COUNTY 


Law Div.—Hon. Ralph J. Smalley - 


Trials to June 
Motions—-April 8, 22 








1 STOCK CERTIFICATE BOOK 
1 STCCK TRANSFER LEDGER 
i D&SK SEAL — 1 DURABLE BOX 


305 Broadway 





CORPORATION OUTFITS 


1 DE LUXE 8/,x 11 MINUTE BOOK WITH BOOSTER LOCK 


Printed N. J. Minutes—$1.00 Additional 
We Pay Postage 


CONTINENTAL STATIONERY CO.., Inc. 


Founded 1910 
. PRINTERS — ENGRAVERS — LITHOGRAPHERS 


COrtiandt 7-5744 


11" 


New Yerk 7 





Superior Court Schedules and Notes 


Matrimonial Div.— | 
Hon. Donald H. McLean. | 
Trials at Elizabeth—April 11, 18.| 
Motions at Elizabeth—April 22. | 
MONMOUTH COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Thomas Brown. 
Motions—Fridays. 

Trials—Mon. thru Thur. 
Chancery Div.— 

Hon. Norman T. Rogers. 
Motions—April 6, 22 
Matrimonial Div.-— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials—April 12, 26. 
Motions—April 29 

MORRIS COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. J. Wallace Leyden. 
Trials resume June 13. 
Motions—June 17. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. John Grimshaw, Jr. 
Motions will be heard at Hack- |} 

ensack April 14, 29, and at! 

Paterson April 8, 22. 

OCEAN COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Wm. A. Smith. 
Trials to April 15 
Motions may be moved on any} 

Friday at Newark at 9:45 A.M. | 
Matrimonial Div.— | 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials at Freehold—April 12, 26.) 
Motions at Freehold—April 29. 

PASSAIC COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Robert H. Davidson. 
Trials now in progress. 
Pretrials--Fridays at 2 P.M. 
Motions—Every Friday. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. John Grimshaw, Jr. 
Motions—At Paterson, April 8, 

22; at Hackensack, April 14, 2y 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Wm. A. Hegarty. 
Trials—Weeks of April 11, 25. 
Motions—April 14, 29 

SALEM COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials concluded 
Motions 

SOMERSET COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Daniel J. Brennan. 
Trials commence April 18. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean 
Motions—April 8. 

SUSSEX COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Robert H. Davidson. 
Trials—Concluded. 
Motions—Every Friday at Pater- 

son. 


| 


Riana; O° 
-ADrli 22. 


UNION COUNTY 
Law Div.—Hon. Frank L. Cleary. 
Trials—Mon. thru Thur. 


| bonds 


Ample Mortgage Money 
Available, M.B.A. 
Study Finds 


Chicago (ACCN) — That am- 


ple mortgage money is available 


|for all needs is indicated by a 
| study 


zompleted by the 
Bankers Ass’n of 


just 
Mortgage 


; American which shows that the|_ « 
market for mortgages among in-] jn «i 
| surance companies, banks, mut-| 
eavings | 


ual savings banks and 
and loan associations continues 


good and has expanded ¢onsid-| 
|erably in the past few months. 


Sixty per cent of the insurance 
companies polled by the afsocia- 
tion say that ccrporate! bonds 
no longer offer 
vields than mortgages 


mortgage voluiiie. 


After the market for govern-j| 


ment bonds broke in late 1947, 


} many institutional investors cut 
mortgages | 


their purchases of 
somewhat in favor of corporate 
because of the latter’s 


more aitractiv2 yield. Thus, 


these investors were not as act- | 


ive in tne mortgage market in 
1948 as they had been previous- 
ly. The trend is now swinging 
back to mortgages, the report 


| indicates. 


The study was conducted un- 
der the supervision of Robert H. 
Pease, Chicago, co-chairman of 
the M.B.A. education committee 
and vice presideut of Draper & 
Kramer, Inc. 


LEGAL NOTICES _ 


Mia 
KAY 


Motions and Pretrials—Fridays. : 


Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Nicholas A. Tomasulo. 
Motions every Friday. Hearings 

daily. 

WARREN COUNTY 

Law Div.—Hon. Joseph L. Smith. 
Motions—At Newark on any 

day by appointment. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials—May 2. 
Motions at Somerville—April 8. 
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RICHARD T. MceDONOUGH 

RICHAR McDONOL GH, Attorney 
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NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 


Not z that the accounts 
ber, Assignee for the 

‘ editors of B. SCREW MA¢ 
PRODI rs I , will = be lited 
Stated by th 

ettement to th 
bate Division 
fay next 


County Court, Pro- 
the 10th day of | 


LoOvIS KRAPMER 
tsT & FELIPMAN, Attorneys 
treet 


May 5 


Marks 


21. 28 


rh 2 
Apr 14, 


Patent — Trade 








CONSULT 
Z.H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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more attractive | 
and a| 
| Majority of them indicated that| 
they would like to increase their 





——, 


Classified 


RATE: Thirty cents per agate 
line. Count six words to line 
PHONE or send 


NEW JERSEY 


Place, 


MI 2-0075 
copy to 
LAW JOURNAL 


Newark 2, N.J 


24 Edison 
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|EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


| ATTORNEY SPECIALIZING 
; a compensation es 


ase 


Box 280 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


ELLOR le YRDARS BROAT> 








ATTORNEY 
general exper 
Covernr 


FOR RENT 








IDEAL LOCATION, 28 
ar mmposite Ela f 
| Honse Phres 
Arnypile tora 
Phone “ 
MArker 2-4745 


LAW CLERK WANTED 





LAW CLBPRK- OPENING IN BUSY 
\ tt 1 erk illing to w« 


Write Box 286, Law J 
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SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
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' ae + 


In} RESEARCH 


SS 
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office. Box No. #1 


HESFARCH LAWYFR 
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. briefs, in own 


NPED A CASE IN POINT IN A HTR 
il get it t vo by return m? 





WANTED 


Port 


NOTICE! 
Will the attorney u ho repr 
ed Edwin J. Brunke 
on March 17. 1949 and at th 
tine of hos death resided + 
Fultoy Neu ark, Ne J pr. 
ey, comn unicate T 
Winkel & Winkelman 
nens, 270 Broadway. Ne 


7, New York 





n whe 


Street, 
} 
please 


nan 











Law Books Fer Sale 
One Complete Set, 
Law & Equity & Miscellaneous 
to date 
LE ROY MILLAR 
102 N. MAIN ST., PATERSON 
LA 3-1803 











MEXICAN ACTIONS 
AND LAWS 


(Specializing ) 
Offices in Mexico Over 36 Ye 
E. DEAN FULLER 
24 W. 40th, N.Y.C. Penn. 6-06 | 
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Prompt — Accurate — Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS of proceedings in Superior and United States 


Courts. 


CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 


Standing. 


SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 


Courts 


INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 


Trenton. 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG.., 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 


TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
Tel. Trenton 8439 














tion and insurance of 
New Jersey. 


Mitchell 2-7875 





TITLE INSURANCE 


Dh offer the service of a sound NEW JERSEY 


company engaged exclusively in the examina- 


LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1927—Serving New Jersey 
7 NELSON PLACE opp. essex Covaty Hall of Records NEWARK, N. J- 


A\\\ 


titles to real estate in 
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